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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tere ARE six appears from the Vice-Chancellor of the Lan- 
er Palatine Court ready for hearing on Thursday next, the first 
dy — has been set apart by the Court of Appeal for these 





Ef! = Bacon was to rise on Friday for a short interval 
eens to his custom in Hilary Sittings, and it is understood 
he will not sit in court again before Friday, the 7th of March. 
e believe that there will be a short recess in the courts of some 
hen of the judges of the Chancery Division. 





_ Tne Acr of last session which is styled the Supreme Court of 
Tndicature (Funds, &c.) Act, 1883, has been acted upon as regards 
_ the Chancery Division by the Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1884, 
| which we printed last Saturday and which come into operation to- 
3 In order to make these rules apply to other divisions of the 
h Court it was necessary, under the 3rd section of the Act, for 
the Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Treasury, to 
_ issue a direction for transfer of moneys in court in those divisions 
to the account of the Paymaster-General. This direction has now 
been issued as regards the Queen’s Bench and the Probate, Divorce, 
_ and Admiralty Divisions, as appears by the two orders which will 
be found in another column. 





We vnvenstaxp that the examiners of the court, recently ap- 
pointed, have expressed much dissatisfaction at the rule which 
ae any examination from being referred to an examiner who 

= completed the examination he has in hand. The effect of 

’ this rule is obvious. An examination of witnesses may be ad- 
F bes for a considerable period, or abandoned. In either of 
cases the name of the examiner to whom it has been referred 

"is kept out of the rotation. In fact, if the words of the rule were 
to be strictly enforced, an examiner to whom a reference, after- 
wards abandoned, had been allotted, would remain permanently 
x “out of the rotation, because, so far as we can see, no one is bound 
to give notice of the abandonment, The rule appears to be useless 
a for any good purpose, and will probably prove a source of con- 

rable inconvenience. 





SS Tue Mropiesex Land Registry Bill, which has been introduced 
iy Sir H. Grrranp, and also bears on its back the names of Mr. 

gory and Mr. Horwoon, was prevented from going into Com- 
i ee on the 2ist ult. by the opposition of the Law Officers. 


Tis, of course, easy to understand the reason of this oppo- 


Gun 


Ze. It is, no doubt, intended to re-introduce, let us hope in an 
shape, the Bill of 1882, which provided that the 


a PHaUCC 


' Middlesex Registry Office should be transferred to the office ra 


under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and gave 

rd Chancellor, with the concurrence of the 

t to ‘make, and when made, to revoke or vary, rules 
fixing he fees to be taken in the Office of Land lg y= 
of the business heretofore performed in the Middlesex Registry 
ice,” and directed that “all memorials, books, indexes, and other 

a poaments ” should, after the commencement of the Act, “be 
‘deemed to be records of the Office of Land Registry, and shall be 
a - + Gealt with in such manner as may be from time to time 
Wirected by rules made in pursuance of the Land Transfer Act, 
5.” Tf this Bill is re-introduced we hope that the attention of 

¢ Government will be drawn to the necessity for ex- 

tly in the Bill with the state of the index, and not leaving 





this to rules which may, possibly, be framed by 
practical acquaintance é inconvenience 
oecasioned to solicitors by the present state £g1 
fy at Clauses 9 and 10 of Sir H. that the district shall be 


satisfactory remed Nos oteash 
into eubcliaiohar and. oy 
ter rehall be Kept for each eub-distrit voor’ 
phe wr ag te ath 
and shall, as far as practicable, be 
“and shall, as far as practicable 





Tue pxcision of Mr. Justice Kay in Stanford vy. Roberts, 
reference to the Remuneration Order, to which we drew our readers’ 
attention last week, has naturally excited interest, 
owing to the use in our rt and observations of the current 
colloquialism, ‘‘the scale,” instead of ‘the Order,” some doubt 
seems to have arisen as to the precise effect of the decision. 
The question has been very properly asked whether the learned 
judge did not direct the taxing master as to the particular 
scale in the Order according to which the taxation was to be 
made. Was he to tax according to schedule 1 or i 
schedule 2? The answer is that nosuch direction was oe trae 
whole question argued in the case was whether the costs came 
within the Remuneration Order, and there was no question 
raised as to whether they should be taxed according to schedule 
1 or schedule 2. The order of the learned judge (according to the 
indorsement on counsel’s brief) was as follows :—“ The court being 
of opinion that the words of [in the Act] ‘not being 
business in any action’ do not to conveyancing business in 
this action, refers it back to taxing sinther'* fev 
having regard to this decision.” We il gatos that, as 
eer] of fact, some of the convey Mag tyeen Bsmgher 5 in’ 
action would fall within schedule 1 of the , and others 
schedule 2, The observations of Mr. Justice Kay at. the ¢ 
his judgment—a full report of which is before us—show 
decision was that the Act and Order refer to “ conveyancing 
matters whether they take place in an action or not in an action” ; 
and this being so, it would seem that the question whether they fall 
under the scale in schedule 1 or the seale in schedule 2 will be 
determined exactly as in the case of conveyancing business not 
transacted in an action. Since the above was written, Mr. 
Caruer, the solicitor in the case, has kindly sent us a letter 
which “entirely confirms the view above taken. He says: 
“The judge has held that the true construction of section 2 of the 
Act is that all business connected with matters of con 
whether in an action or not, comes under the of 
and is to be paid for according to the terms of the General Order, 
Part of such business will be paid for according to schedule 1 and 
part according to schedule 2; the question of which schedule 
should apply being governed by the considerations stated in sub- 
clauses (a.) (b.) and (¢.) of rule 2 of the Order, such considerations 
applying equally to matters in’or out of court.” This, it may be 
ped, will remove the misapprehensions which have existed as ta 
the questions raised by, and the effect of, the decision. 





Tue question whether a creditor can present a petiti 
a debtor under the new Bankruptcy Act, founded upon an 
bankruptcy committed before the new Act came into force 
before the Court of A peal Tast week in the cae case of Ez 
Pratt, Re Pratt (which will be lapel other column) 


aad wy eek ag cree ayn bd for ligation o 

position under the late ths Wen of Hovedber 

sofecene Bobeosag 8+ adjourned to the 2nd of I J 
thereupon 


last, when the creditors failed to pass any resolution, and 
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a creditor presented a bankruptcy petition under the new Act, alleg- 
ing the filing of the petition for liquidation as the act of bank- 
ruptcy committed by the debtor. The judge of the Birmingham 
County Court, though in doubt as to his power to do so, made a 
receiving order against the debtor, who appealed against the same 
to the Court of Appeal. Og, behalf of the appellant it was con- 
tended that a bankruptcy petition under the new Act could not 
be. founded upon an act of bankruptcy committed before that Act 
came into operation, and that an adjudication in that case could 
only be obtained by means of an application under sub-section 12 
. of section 125 of the late Act, as the proceedings under the liqui- 
dation petition were pending at the commencement of the new Act, 
-and so were kept alive by sub-section 3 of section 169 of that 
. Act. The Court of Appeal, without calling upon counsel for the 
. Fespondent, dismissed the appeal, and have thus also reversed the deci- 
_sion.of one of the bankruptcy registrars of the High Court, which 
was the subject of some correspondence in the columns of the 
_Times.a few weeks ago, and which we noted ante, p. 231. Upon 
the first point argued on behalf of the appellant it was pointed out by 
Corrox, L.J., that the words of section 5 of the new Act are, ‘if 
a debtor commits an act of bankruptcy,” and not if he commits 
one of the acts of bankruptcy mentioned in the Act, and he, there- 
fore, construed the words of the section to apply to any act which, 
by. legislative enactment, would constitute an act of bankruptcy at 
the time it was committed. This construction certainly relieves 
the courts from a difficulty, and the Act from an incongruity under 
which it appeared to suffer by reason of the previous decision of 
the bankruptcy registrar of the High Court. The difficulty, how- 
ever, was only of a temporary nature, as the question cannot 
arise after the new Act has been in operation three months, inas- 
much as no act of bankruptcy committed prior to the commence- 
. ment thereof will then be available on which to found a bank- 
ruptey petition. On the other point taken by the appellant the 
court held that, although it was competent for the county court to 
. pro to adjudicate the debtor a bankrupt under sub-section 12 
of section 125 of the late Act, that did not preclude the creditors 
from pursuing their independent remedy by filing a separate bank- 
ruptcy petition if they chose to do so, and this could only be done 
t the provisions of the new Act. The petition, therefore, 
under which the receiving order had been made was properly pre- 
sented under that Act. Semble, from this decision, that the direc- 
tion given by Marnew, J., to the effect that petitions in bank- 
,Tuptey under the o/d Act, founded upon default in payment after 
service of a debtor’s summons issued under that Act, may be re- 
ceived (which we also referred to ante, p. 231), cannot be sus- 
tained, but that a petition under the new Act founded upon that 
act of bankruptcy may be filed notwithstanding that such default 
is not constituted an act of bankruptcy under the new Act. 
Another important point for practitioners to note, and one which 
is not of merely temporary importance, was decided on the same 
day by the Court of Appeal, in the case of Ex parte Chinery, 
. Re Ohinery. In that case it was held that a garnishee order 
, absolute does not constitute a “‘final judgment” against the 
garnishee within the meaning of sub-section 1 (g.) of section 4 of 
_ the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, so as to entitle the judgment creditor 
_ to serve a ptey notice on the garnishee in respect thereof. 





Ir was BEEN aNwovncen that ‘the Lord Chancellor is at present 
engaged on a scheme whereby the existing circuit towns are to be 
rare 80 eae oy the a — of time which is now so 

y occasion judges finding no business to dis 
of on their arrival at some of the smaller assize towns,” a. 
further, that “an Order in Council embodying” the scheme “ will 
very speedily be obtained,” so that “‘the new arrangements will 
come into operation at the summer assizes.” In receiving a 
deputation from the town of Plymouth on the subject, however, 
_his lordship is reported to have intimated that, in any change 
_ which was “any other towns which might be affected 
would doubtless desire and ought to be heard,” so that some time 
_ must be expected to intervene before an Order in Council,. if 
determined on, can be made. The powers of her i | in 
. Council in this matter, which are extremely wide, depend on 
_ section 23 of the Judicature Act of 1875, and are thereby expressly 
declared to be “in addition to, and not in derogation of, any 





power already” (see, for instance, 3 & 4 Will. 4, o. 7 
and 26 & 27 Vict. c. 122) ‘vested in her Majesty.” Undg 
this section of the Act of 1875, any existing circuit may } 
discontinued by Order in Council, and any new circuit formed; 
any place may be appointed at which assizes are to fy 
held on any circuit, and the venue in all cases, civil ang 
criminal, triable on circuit or elsewhere may be ‘“‘regy 
lated.” The effect, therefore, clearly is, that any ascize tow, 
may be deprived of its privilege of having assizes held therein, and 
also, that any county or counties may lose a similar privi 
The direction which an Order in Council is likely to take hay 
already been anticipated, but it is material to call attention to the 
recommendations of the Judicature Commission on the subject more 
than fifteen years ago. ‘‘ We are of opinion,” so reported the 
commissioners, ‘‘ that the judicial business of the country should 
longer be arranged and distributed according to the accidental 
divisions of counties, but that the venue for trials should te 
enlarged, and that several counties should be consolidated into 
districts of a convenient size; that such districts should, for all 
purposes of trial at the assizes, both in civil and criminal cases, be 
treated as one venue or county, and that all counties of towns @ 
cities should, for the purposes of such districts, be included in a 
adjacent district or county. In fixing the towns a 
which assizes should be held, we recommend that those towns 
should be chosen which are the most central, with which there is 
the best and most rapid communication from all parts of the 
district, and to which the inhabitants are most in the habit éf 
resorting for the purpose of business.” Sooner or later, therefore, 
we may expect to see an Order in Council “upon the lines” of 
this report ; but every care will, doubtless, be taken that nothing 
should be done hurriedly or arbitrarily, for it is enacted by section 
23 of the Act of 1875 that ‘‘every Order in Council made under” 
that section ‘‘shall be laid before each House of Parliament, 
within such time and subject to be annulled in such manner as in 
this Act provided’”’—that is to say (section 25), within forty days 
after the order is made, ‘‘if Parliament is then sitting ; or, if not, 
within forty days of the then next ensuing session.” The object 
of this direction is-expressly declared to be that, if an address is 
resented to her Majesty by either House ‘‘ within the next 
forty days on which the said House has sat, praying that such 
order may be annulled, her Majesty may thereupon, by Orderim 
Council, annul the same.” 





Waen tHe Parents Act of last year was passing thro 
Parliament we expressed some doubts as to the advisability of 
clause which now forms section 106 of the Act. This section 
provides that any person who, without the authority of he 
Majesty, or any of the Royal family, or of any Governmemt 
department, assumes or uses in connection with any trade, business, 
calling, or profession, the Royal arms, or arms so nearly resembling 
the same as to be calculated to deceive, in such a manner as to be 
calculated to lead other persons to believe that he is carrying m 
his trade, business, iiies or profession by or under such 
authority as aforesaid, shall be liable, on summary conviction, tos 
fine not exceeding £20. It appeared to us that this enactment 
was wholly uncalled for, inasmuch as the adoption of the Royal 
arms is, and has for many years been, so common—we might almost 
say so universal—that no one ever is, or could reasonably be, 
expected to be deceived by the use of them. Everyone knows 
that the sale of a yard of braid to a footman, or a pennyworth of 
pins to a housemaid, employed in the Royal abel te con- 
sidered quite enough temeiaien for the assumption of the arms 
and if that were done without any such slender foundation, where 
would be the harm? However, it was generally stated at the 
time that the object was to prevent patent agents in particular 
from inducing people to believe that their advice was given with 
all the authority of a Government rtment, and the enactment 
became law. Now that it has , we find a notice inserted @ 
the London Gazette, above the signature of the Lord Steward, 
that by this section a penalty of £20 is incurred by any person# 
who, without preme authority, assume the Royal arms with # 
view to lead other s to believe that they are employed under 
any department of her Majesty’s household. 
view is, not to confine the operation of the section to the deli 
quent patent agent, but to use it to harass any tradesman 
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— ry Sse 
et “ennot produce at ape an aa yy authority for putting the 
> & arms over his shop front. notice does, indeed, concede 
Be more to the tradesman than the statute does, for the latter makes SALE BY ie ta" Aes DER A TRUST 
oe the offence depend upon the doing of something which is caleu- - 
re ] lated to deceive, whereas the former appears to contemplate the | Imenrarety upon the decision of the case of Taylor v. Poncia, we 
il a necessity of proving a fraudulent intention, thus putting in issue | called the attention of our readers to its importance ; and now that 
a the motive of the person accused, which is always difficult to| a fuller report (32 W. R. 335) is accessible, we propose to examine 
' teak e. This is, however, a slip; the important thing is, that the | a few points connected with it in somewhat detail. The 
ina notice appears to indicate an intention to attempt to put in force | material circumstances were as follows:—In 1864 a testator de- 
‘wi the section in cases in which it is absolutely a matter of no con- | vised real estate to trustees upon trust to receive the rents and 
Me ence to anyone whether the arms are used or not. We find it | profits during the life of his wife, to pay her an annuity, and to 
to the difficult to believe that any legal authority could possibly | accumulate the surplus. After the wife’s death there was a 
t hold that the mere placing the arms over a shop was an offence | direction for sale ‘‘ with all convenient spéed”; and the 
ed the inst the prohibition to do an act calculated to deceive; but, if| of sale were divisible among the testator’s fourteen children in 
alte notice is made operative, much trouble and annoyance may be | equal shares, eight of these shares becoming absolutely vested, but 
; tent gecasioned quite unnecessarily before a conclusion is arrived at. six of them being settled upon six daughters respectively for life, 
ald be with remainder to their respective children. There does not seem 
d ints to have been any express power to the sale. The 
for all testator aig bow 1867, leaving his wife ra gh ng children sur- 
ala P . viving. 1868 an action was institu or the administration 
= Tt WILL BE within the recollection of our readers that, in the of the testator’s estate. The wife died in February, 1883, and in 
lin bid ease of Hough v. Windas, the Court of Appeal recently decided | the following May an order was made in the action for the sale of part 
ral : (ante, p. 255) that a judgment creditor who had sued out a writ | of the property. The question now came before Mr. Justice Pear- 
_ of elegit, under which the goods of the debtor were actually seized, | son upon an adjourned summons, whether the consent of the 
towns but not delivered before the 1st of January, 1884, was not deprived | several persons interested in the property under the will was, by 
here is of the benefit of his execution by the 146th section of the - | virtue of the Settled Land Act, necessary to the validity of a sale 
cee y Act. The case re-appeared in another phase on the 18th by the trustees, and whether those persons must join in the con- 
abit of ultimo. The debtor was, on the 3ist of January, adjudicated a | yeyance to the purchaser. 
re —_ bankrupt upon an act of bankruptcy committed after the seizure of r. Justice Pearson held that their consent was unnecessary, 
othi the goods, and the registrar granted an injunction restraining | and his reasons are divisible into two heads, of which the first is 
‘ection [q ‘tther proceedings under the elegit. The judgment creditor | concerned with the interpretation of the Settled Land Act, and 
-- ed to the judge, and Mr. Justice Cave, on the 25th ultimo, | the second is concerned only with the peculiar circumstances of the 
nder reversed the decision of the registrar. It was well established, | case. Under the latter head the learned judge pointed out that 
ament, J under the former law, that an execution creditor became “secured” | an order for sale had been made by the court; .and he held that, 
“ ok m the seizure of the goods (Slater v. Pinder, 20 W. R. 441, | even if to a sale out of court the consent of the beneficiaries would 
A ys LR. 7 Ex. 95; Ex parte Rocke, 19 W. R. 1129, L. R. 6 Ch. have been necessary, the need for such consent is superseded by the 
aa 195), and that notice of an act of bankruptcy committed between | order. We take the learned judge to have meant that the 
object the seizure and the delivery did not deprive the creditor of this. Sously existing furiedichs th i 
be e previously existing jurisdiction e court to order a sale in an 
we a ee tae ary och daar on sek -it administration action has not been affected by the Settled Land 
e an execution creditor under a writ of elegit esca m f i ition i plausi if correct, it is so 
t such the tony of section 87 (Ex parte Abbott, 29 W. R. 143, L. R. ciently. Pics, aimed pte An ale, pia be ="y little 
der im 15 Ch. D. 447). But under the new Act, which regulated the prospect of an appeal from the learned judge’s decision, even 
proceedings in this bankruptcy, a creditor who has issued execution | though its result had been such as to disappoint the wishes of the 
against the goods or lands of a debtor is not entitled to retain the parties, which does not seem to have been the case. Under these 
benefit of the execution unless it has been completed before the | circumstances, the learned judge’s remarks in exposition of the 
rough date of the receiving order, and before notice of the petition, or of | Settled Land Act are not likely to be challenged, and it seems to 
of the an act of bankruptcy (section 45). The same section provides that | he worth while to examine some of their uences. 
ection an execution against goods is, for the purposes of the Act, “‘com-| he reader will remember that section i: aban (1), of the 
t her —& pleted by seizure and sale.” His lordship, however, decided that | Settled Land Act, omitting what is not necessary to the consecu- 
nment this section had no application to a writ of elegit against goods, | tive construction, enacts as follows :—Any land which, under any 
siness, but was confined to those forms of execution which continue to instrument, is subject to a trust or direction for sale, and for the 
a bling exist after the passing of the Act. application of any part of the sale-moneys or of the income thereof 
s to be for the benefit of some or persons for life or for any limited 
ng @ period, shall be deemed to be settled ; and the instrument 
such shall be deemed te be 0 quitioment; ond So pemen. Ay G2 fin 
C ere a eA TE 
. The Citizen states that Clement’s-inn has been sold to two acme ; 
Royal enizolling body, od whic then ano wien; and oan ‘dbtalued was | 80 entitled cone tly shall be deemed to constitute the 
re £63,000. tna for life thereof. 0) os ae ¥ 
y Mi. T. 0, Hedderwick and Mr. Claude Baggallay, hon. secretaries of th tian. 56, cab-section (2), enesia that "the oqneent ofthe 
me Bar Committee, write to the Times to deny that it was mentioned at the | tenant for life shall, by virtue of this Act, be necessary to the 
ef eeeeroves ss to Ber Commies thet the Atteraap-Genavel hed on- exercise by the trustees of Se ined neve pews of any 
3 an 0} on confirm an unders' counsel are permi' ‘erred settlement exerciseable 
arms, ; vaaugdeg take in geners] non-contentious usiness direct from clients. pores. comme te Oe As we have previousl: hme om 9 ane last 
where ve the best reason for believing that no such opinion has ever been of this enactment of eat aa f : » bat 
o | Seco Tints wie it pa ise re aetna yo 
icular eae, ot acet Smeets © ot soem natant spe s pepo open cs ME for powers of sale, exchange, parti- 
iB epee a crits cr {oT neath snore Rae | Sm, ad % fr, whi by the Act are conferred ‘upon the tonant 
$ finding arri \. 
ted im ab somes ae tr alae antes Cores. ‘An Order Couns euhedyher In the t case it seems, on all hands, to have been taken 
ward, new rules will very speedily be obtained, and these new arrange- dor guatel that the whele af fhe dente shiltem,.or-aiiie 
Tsong ments will come into operation at the summer assizes, which will be held ive tatives in title were, under the circumstances, 
inJulynext. It is also announced that a committee of judges, consist- er : so tt for life” ; and from this i 
Baron Pollock and Justices Field, Lopes, and Stephen, appointed | included in the expression “‘ tenant ei this it was 
‘by the Lord Chancellor to frame the rules and u “the sought to be inferred that the consent of of them was neces- 
Pentsrncement of the various ciroulte over and Wi to the exercise of the trust for sale by the trustees. But Mr. 
Mmpeting on Wednesday. Justice Pearson held that ‘this would be an absurd construction 
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_ to put upon the Act. I am satisfied,” he continued, “‘ that the 
het never meant to interfere with the performance of positive, 
absolute duty, such as an absolute trust for sale. It is only 
intended to prevent trustees from exercising a discretionary trust 
or [the italics are tye Meany in them, and to provide that 
such power and discretion s not be exercised without the con- 
sent of the tenant for life.” He accordingly decided, upon these 

grounds, that the consent of the fourteen persons, or any of them, 

‘Was unnecessary; but he added that, as at present advised, he 
thought that the existence of the order for a sale made in the 

administration action would, by itself, have superseded the necessity 

for their consent, even if it had otherwise been necessary. 

Now section 63, sub-section (2), enacts that, when land is given 
in trust for sale, as above mentioned, “the provisions of this Act 
relating to a tenant for life ; shall extend to the person or 

ps aforesaid,” subject to certain qualifications not material to 

e here specified. The abové-cited enactment of section 56, sub- 
section (2), which makes the consent of the tenant for life necessary 
to:the exercise of powers by the trustees, seems clearly to be a 
** provision relating to a tenant for life’; and if, in the case before 
us, we are to hold that the “provision” contained in section 56, 
sub-section (2), does not extend to the “person or persons afore- 
said,” we shall be entitled to ask why any other of the Act’s pro- 
visions relating to a tenant for life should be held to extend to the 
same person or persons. That is to say, if the fact that the trust 
for is “absolute,” takes the case out of the operation of section 
56, sub-section (2), why should it not also take the case out of the 
operation of section 3, which gives the tenant for life powers of 
sale, enfranchisement, exchange, and partition; and also take it 
out of the operation of section 6, which gives him a power of leasing, 
and similarly with regard to the other sections of the Act by which 
powers are conferred upon the tenant for life ? 

It is true that section 56, sub-section (2), uses only the word 
power, while, in the present case the trustees were to exercise a 
trust for sale. But it seems clear, from the:words which we have 
placed in italies in our citation from the learned judge, that he did 
not rely upon any distinction between a trust and a power; but 
regarded them, for the present purpose, as being the same thing. 
And, indeed, any other view would render section 56, sub-section 
(2), totally nugatory; since it would enable settlors to confer 
upon trustees powers which would be exerciseable independently of 
the tenant for life, by the simple device of styling them trusts. 

Whichever reply we may give to the above-stated question, the 
result will not be free from difficulty. If we reply that, under the 
circumstances of Zuylor v. Poncia, the tenant for life has no 
statutory powers, this conclusion will have a somewhat startling 

when viewed in connection with the Act’s language. If we 
reply that he has the statutory powers, but that the trustees have 
also independent powers under the settlement, we shall arrive at 
the very inconvenient result that there will be two concurrent 
authorities, each invested with absolute powers, and each able to 
enter simultaneously into binding contracts with different persons. 

Moreover, we might ask, What is the precise meaning of an 
“absolute trust for sale”? Would a trust for sale, in terms 
absolute, but accompanied by the usual “‘ power to postpone,” be 
an absolute trust? or would it be a “discretionary trust or 

er,” and so within the meaning of section 56, sub-section (2) ? 
would accord very ill with the common usages of legal speech to 
style such a trust a “discretionary trust or power”; and yet, 
unless this is done, the decision in Taylor v. Poncia obviously 
enables any settlor, who may choose so to do, altogether to evade 
séttion 56, sub-section (2), of the Act. 

We shall not venture, upon the strength of these considerations, 
to impugn the decision of the learned judge; but they may, perhaps, 
raise some doubt whether, in his exceedingly brief. judgment, he 
has completely exhausted all the aspects of the question. We may 
add that section 63, which was inserted into the Act as an after- 
thought by the Select Committee, and is drafted in a fine style 
of verbiage, offers considerable facilities for misappre- 


hension. We have noticed in the commentaries of various learned 
editors upon this section some things which we do not quite 
understand. Thus, Messrs. Wolstenholme and Turner (Settled 
Land Act, Pp. a3) sey :—‘The general scheme of the Act seems 
rather inapplicable to trusts for sale, and it is a strong measure to 
enable the tenant for gd Ford proceeds of sale to supersede the 
trustees in selling,” &. 


t, as above mentioned, the section says 


nothing about the tenant for life of the proceeds of sale, 

only to the person who is beneficially entitled to the income of 
land until sale. So also (ibid., at p. 198) we find, in a “ 
veyance of frecholds by tenant for life under a settlement on 
for sale,” the following recital ;—.“ And whereas the said R. 
as tenant for life of the said proceeds of sale, has agreed to 
&e. We do not know what motives suggested this re 
substitution of one thing for another, and it may, perhaps, indicat, 
that the expressions of this section of the Act have not erred by 
any excess of simplicity and clearness. a 














ADMINISTRATION ORDERS IN BANK 
















RUPTCY. , a oes 
Tue 125th section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which proviily this cas 
for the administration in bankruptey of the estates of persom ‘geoure 
dying insolvent, is one which cannot fail to give rise to numeroy Jadicatt 
questions. It is a somewhat hazardous experiment in legislation section. 
to apply, as is done by the 6th sub-section, all the rules in Bank. the adm 
ruptcy to a case where there is necessarily no bankrupt, and t the Cha 
provide for a cessio bonorum where rights may have supervened in cient to 
the administration of the estate. There is no provision as to the tion in | 
appointment of a trustee, and the Act seems to contemplate that pases co 
the official receiver should, in all cases of administration, realize creditor 
and distribute the property as the trustee in bankruptcy. to retain 
Whether the powers conferred upon the trustee by Part IIT @ am order 
the Act are intended to vest in the official receiver for the pur arty of t 
poses of this section is a somewhat doubtful point. It seems The exe 
admit of argument that the doctrine of relation does not apply hands st 
this procedure, or, at all events, to an act of pers pe com! clause th 
by the deceased. To follow out the consequences of such a “rely made or 
tion back” would require more space than we can afford to ih represen’ 
discussion ; for, in the present article, we desire to call attentions #j "que 
some of the discrepancies between the two systems of administration executor 
which are not unlikely to give rise to judicial decision. The mos gam 
important difference which exists between administration in bank @ °* of pa 
ruptey and administration in the Chancery Division is, that in th —j 18 of th 
former all creditors, save those on whom statutory priority is e- tae 
pressly conferred, come in and share equally ; while, in the latter, pesto 
the administration of legal assets is founded on a different principle tration. 
Priority, for example, is given to judgment creditors over those by 
specialty and simple contract; and, on the other hand, creditor 
on voluntary covenants and bonds are postponed to all creditors far 
value. It was decided in Re Maggi, Winehouse v. Winchowm 
(30 W. R. 729, L. R. 20 Ch. D. 545), that section 10 of the Judite 
ture Act, 1875, had not introduced into the administration d HF ty. oo, 
insolvent estates the provisions of section 32 of the Bankrupley Aor, 18 
Act, 1869 that all debts (subject to the exception of preferential W. Cu. 
debts) should be paid pari passu ; and that, accordingly, a creditor en 
ANC 





who had recovered judgment against the executor before judgment 
had been obtained in the administration action was entitled tole 
paid out of the assets in priority to the other creditors of equl 
degree. 

Now, we may ask, what would be the position of the judgment 
creditor in Re Maggi if the estate, instead of being ad ; in 
the Chancery Division, were ordered to be administered in bamk 
ruptey under section 125 of the recent Act? It seems clear thet 
he would lose by the change of forum the benefit which his diligen 
had secured, and this whether the bankruptcy order had been male 
in the first instance upon the petition of a creditor, or p 
initiated in the Chancery Division had been transferred ua@ 
sub-section (4) to the court exercising jurisdiction in beperin e 

Judgments recovered against the deceased are also entitled, 
the Chancery Division, to priority over specialty and simple @& 
tract debts, but, unlike isla against the executor, they 
rateably inter se. They must also be registered under 23 &y 
Vict. c. 38,8. 3: Van Gheluive v. Nerinckx, 30 W. R. 789, Lh 
21 Ch. D. 189. _ 

It should be observed that the Crown is deprived, by section 4% 
of the Bankruptcy Act, of the preference which it formerly enjoy® 
over other creditors, and in thi t, also, the distribution # 
the property in bankru differs from that which takes pa) 
under the chancery jurisdiction. This class of claims, how# y 























is one which seldom arises; and it is chiefly to the conflict bet 
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“a midgment and other creditors that we must look for the judicial | who converted modern Acts of Parliament into vehicles for disserta- 
Con. rpretation — — Wherever — an — estate — —— rat epang the — es. some small 
ere are judgment creditors, it seems clearly to be the interest . observa’ many of sections 
x wae we creditor to obtain an order for the administration pagans — peer Bad yy that sneeee mag aon (1), 
ia in bankruptcy. _ For in. that event he deprives the judgment 7, ,, Ray’s Settled Estates (ante, p. 229), as to eqaten ko ba aie 
a9 editors of their priority, and drags them down to a level with| by the tenant for life to the trustees and their solicitor. They say, 
icity fy tumeelf. 2 ee ies ‘The Act leaves the contents of the notices entirely to conjecture. 
dy There is another respect in which the rights in bankruptcy and | But since it speaks of ‘ intending to make a sale,’ &c., it is presumed 
ag Ore differ materially. The executor — to | that the notice must have reference to a definite, and not an indefinite, 
indirect] rived of his righ iner. th as .” 
Bid tales 7 ee to pics io had a right P'ln. the notes to the Conveyancing Acts we find the effect of the 
o retain a debt due to himself, as against all creditors of equal | 2cisions = gr reer ees wns ore» a bl =~ 
Y here out of all moneys coming to his hands; and this right was paca fy the , Shah Act, 1882 Possess sane fin mgeniod 
VK lost by his paying them into court: Per James, L.J., in ZLee| than in the last edition. E y 
vy, Nuttall (27 W R. 805, L. R. 12 Ch. D. 61). It was decided in| © Mr, Challis’s lucid and erudite treatise on the law of real 
vides this case that the right of retainer did not make the executor a| in relation to conveyancing has received many additi ere is 
rains “seoured”’ creditor within the meaning of section 10 of the| a new chapter on ‘‘ successive estates in the same land”; and the 
erom fg dudicature Act, 1875, and that such right was not affected by the | chapter on base fees has been completely re-written, and now consti» 
ation setion. But now, if an order is made on a creditor’s petition for evil | far the most com modern discussion of the subject wal 
bank the administration of the estate in bankruptcy, or if proceedings in| WON.) Wa. Bre, Ge - It is, moreover, distinguished from 
. ae 7 2 dissertations by containing a complete list of the methods 
nd to the Chancery Division are, “‘on proof that the estate is insufii- te which a base fee may now arise, or might formerly have atisen. 
ed in tient to pay its debts,” transferred to the court exercising jurisdic- | 4° oyrious question is raised at the close of this chapter as to what 
6 the tion in bankruptcy, the provisions as to payment of debts pari becomes of the reversion upon a term which is enlarged into a fee 
: that u come into force ; and the executor, not being a preferential simple by virtue of section 65 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and 
ealize geditor within the meaning of the Act, seems to have no right| the author throws out the e -yg that, if the reversion is not 
toretain his debt. It is enacted by the 5th sub-section that, upon | destroyed by the enlargement, the fee simple obtained by such en- 
IL of @ morder being made for the administration of the estate, the prop- ee ae agra a yo ved e imagine, bt pee irom 
pur. of the debtor shall vest in the official receiver of the court. pr Th ey h e view that bout of | of amegern. 4 
as t) he executor, therefore, being displaced, has no property in his thoughtful pe A tors weg signs, througho learning, care, 
ly to hands subject to the right of retainer. There is, indeed, a saving Bel 
sitte’ fe Clause that nothing in the section shall invalidate any- payment 
‘rely. [made or any act or thing done in good faith by the legal personal PATENTS. 
to ity | Mptesentative before the date of the order for administration. A | Taz Law Anp Practice RELATING To Lerrers Patext ror Inver: 
on tice question seems to arise on this clause—viz., whether, if an| tions, wits APPENDIX. By Tuomas TERRELL, F.C.S., Barrister- 
rathin earl eppropriates, before the date of the —s oe at-Law. Henry Sweet. 
a portion of the assets in payment of his own debt, amoun isi : 
wait, #8 “payment made or act done in good faith” within the mean-| free from misprints. "The method followed byt the eather, who 
in the @ ig of the foregoing proviso. We incline to think that such an| appears to have a very fair grasp of the t law of this country, 
ed Bepcsticn would not be permitted ; especially if the doctrine | is to describe in some fifteen chapters the law on the subject ; then, in 
after, telation shall be held to apply to cases of bankruptcy adminis- ~~. — ee ee but much yg te - a ty 
ciple, : which they are governed ; next Sdltywe 0 sh of forms, and the b 
in Ra i rg ey a 
e Patents, 8, e- an es. 
z REVIEWS. Pepe ee LTS 
house didlos of the where the matters t with in the i 
udica CONVEYANCING AND SETTLED LAND ACTS. eootion axe Geowmed. In tho queet oe Dias eeeeese Garena 
ion HS tus Coxveyancrna Acts, 1881 AND 1882, AND THE SETTLED LAND pid of ues in the ook which nasien oe attempt at ‘ieolinn oe 
Ups Aor, 1885, wirn CoMMENTARIES. By Henry J. Hoop and HENRY | the subjects to which they relate. In fact, the third and fourth parts 
ential W. Cutis, Barristers-at-Law. TO WHICH IS PREFIXED A SHORT | of the Act might themselves just as well have been omitted also. 
editor TREATISE ON THE LAW OF REAL PROPERTY IN RELATION TO CON- | Tho statements of the law an ice given in the earlier part of 
pe aig By H. W. Cuatuis, Seconp Epirion. Reeves & | the book are concise and inte : ble, end ge generally take the shape of 
. a sition whic! e author au ities, 
equal A main feature of this new edition of Messrs. Hood and Challis’s tor shataian of some of the principal cases by which he .considers 
book is the mode in which the Settled Land Act is commented on | that that proposition is sustsined. is is, perhaps, as good a way 
gment ined. The summary which was prefixed to the reprint of | as any of composing a work of this kind, but a professi reader 
redin fe Act in the last edition has been greatly alee, and oor would wish to be also provided with the references to the other cases 
bank fe “MTanged. It is now divided into neral hi and sub-heads, | which have been decided on each point, so that he may ascertain to 
tht m@abling the reader to obtain with the least possible trouble a fair | which of them his own case bears the closest resemblance. This; of 
. ay idea of the contents of any particular portion of the Act. | course, is done to a certain extent, but many cases for which we 
igenee ) divisions in general seem to us to be excellent, but we | should have thought room might have been found im so considerable 
cing If Sepeciocdon sfonde ho tho Ac to somabiornen hort Snmodi. |” Tn his Profeso the suthor Palabdly dress attention to the 
ion a the Act to remaindermen, &c.,”’ immedi- ace, the author . con- 
under ely after heading (2), What powers may be exercised under the | troversy whether patents for Sepuugloatiand foap abroad are or are 
toy: Act”; and to entitle it, ‘‘ Restrictions and precautions relating te | not abolished 7 ee 5, and his conclusion appears to be very 
rie the exercise of powers under the Act,” whi woud peuheity have | decidedly that that is so, and he goes so far as to ong tee, in his 
so tendered it unnecessary to repeat under each of the headings the sum- | opinion, the form of declaration A 1, provided by the ts Rules 
nak mary of certain sections. e matter within each division is well | for persons claiming by virtue of communication from abroad, is 
y 4 amanged, and does not consist, like many so-called summaries, of a | nonsense, and will be held by the courts to be al ultra vires. 
& mere somewhat abbreviated recapitulation of the legislative provi- | Notwithstanding the forcible manner in which Mr. expounds 
LB tins, but contains a terse statement of the general effect of all | his views on this subject, we are not able to find in the Act any pro- 
- & ‘be different sections bearing on the subject in hand, As references | vision for abolishing for communicated inventions, and, with- 
m 19 ae given to the sections, the reader can at once turn to the provisions | out such a provision, it would be difficult to away the 
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tind notes on the Settled Land Act contain, ing generally, the 
mind of information the practitioner desires—that is, information 
cally relevant to the section to which the note is — 

? 





questions arising are fully considered, but there are very 
in which the authors can be _—— with bg te 
degree followed in the footsteps of the voluminous Mr, 
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1852 is led, but, at the same time, we doubt whether it would 
be al er safe for a petitioner for prolongation to omit to state 
the facts with respect to his foreign patents. The forms of proceed- 
ings in an action for infringement are likely to be very useful to prac- 
titioners, and additional value is given by the fact that, in most 
instances, they are taken from those employed in well-known cases 
before the courts. The author is entitled to a fair share of credit for 
me and the printer’s part of the work has been excellently 





THE AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT, 1883. 


THe Acricutrurat Horprxes Act, 1883, AND OTHER STATUTES, 
WiTH FoRMS, INCLUDING PRECEDENTS OF LEAsEs. By J. M. 
Lzty, Esj., and E, Roperr Pearce, Esq., Barristers-at-Law. 
W. Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


We have no hesitation in giving this book the wane place amon 
the many on the same subject which have come under our notice. It 
is an exceedingly careful, elaborate, and able effort to interpret a 
statute offering no small difficulties of construction. If the authors 
do not arrive at a definite conclusion on some of the knotty points, 
this is in some cases due to the fact that no one can safely predict what 
view. the courts will take of the matter. But in all these cases the 
authors state very fairly the arguments on each side. On the most 
difficult of all the questions under the Act—that as to ‘‘ the inherent 
capabilities of the soil ””—instead of confessing themselves baffled, as 
some other commentators have done, the authors manfully grapple with 
the difficulty. They have discovered the origin of the expression in a 
treatise by Mr. Butt on the Irish Land Act, 1870, and they conclude that 
the ‘‘ inherent capability ” is the permanent existing power or natural 
fertility of the soil; and we gather from their illustration that they 
consider that, in many cases, a tenant will be properly compensated 
if he recover a sum equal to that he originally laid out. The question 
whether the provision of section 7, that a tenant claiming compensa- 
tion “ shall, two months at least before the determination of the tenancy, 
give notice in writing to the landlord of his intention to make such 
claim,” is imperative, or merely directory, the authors consider “‘ one 
of very great doubt,” since the corresponding section (20) of the Act 
ef 1875 contained negative words which are omitted in the present 
section. We have felt, and have expressed, some doubt on this point, 
but we incline to question whether the courts would construe the 
section with reference to its predecessor, and we apprehend that the 
general rule would be held to apply that, when a statute confers a 
privilege, the conditions prescribed are imperative. Numerous sup- 

tary Acts and forms are given, and we think we may fairly 

the work as a complete treatise on its subject. 





Tae Acricvrtvrat Horprncs (Enctanp) Act, 1883, WITH AN 
INTRODUCTORY CHAPTER, FULL NOTES TO THE SECTIONS, AND A 
Szrres or Forms. By Corrie Grant, Barrister-at-Law. Land 
Agents’ Record Office. 


_Mr. Grant discusses the Act in very full notes appended to the 
different sections. He arrives at at least one conclusion in which he 
differs from all the other commentators whose works we have read— 
viz., that the Act doesnot apply to market ens. Section 54, as 
is well known, provides that ‘ nothing in this Act shall apply to a 
holding that is not either wholly agricultural or wholly pastoral, or 
in part agricultural and as to the residue oral, or in whole or in 

rt cultwated as a market garden, or to any holding let to the tenant 
during his continuance in any office, &c., held under the landlord.” 
Mr. | t points out that the last clause of the section, ‘‘or to any 
hol »” &e., was added in Committee, and that before it was added 
Mr. me, in answer to.a question, said that the intention of the 
Government was ‘not to include anything that is horticultural in 
the sense of market gardens.” Whatever may have been the inten- 
tion, we think it can hardly be doubted that the word ‘ not” will be 
held to govern the whole section down to “ or to any holding.” We 
quite agree with Mr. Grant that the provisions of the Act are not 
yw foadicmprg 4 ampere and we - slo pa to think age if it is 
y em, grave difficulties will arise as to the tenant’s 
tendo fixtures. wr 
“a Grant adds a short introduction, and many forms under the 





Tae AoricvtTtrat Horpixos (ENoLAND) Act, 1883, wiTn Ex- 
PLANATORY NoTes AND FoRMS, TOGETHER WITH THE GROUND 
Game Acr, 1880. By Avprey Jonn Spencer, Barrister-at-Law. 


Stevens & Sons. 
This little treatise is stated to be prepared as a supplement to 
Meaws Lew of the Farm. It gives the two Acts mentioned in the 


ox: tes hich . 
Seti el ca Hee Pe ra "eh ae 


is a short introduction, which states well 








and clearly the general effect of the Act. The appendix conigim 
numerous forms. a 
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BANKRUPTCY, 


Toe Bankruptcy Act, 1883, AND THE RULES, ORDERS, 
AND SCALES THEREUNDER; WITH SHORT NOTES, GIVING Cro, 
REFERENCES, &¢.; AN INTRODUCTION SHOWING THE CHANGy 
EFFECTED ; AN ANALYSIS OF THE AcT, &c.; AND A FULL Iypay 
By | eg G. Gray, Barrister-at-Law. SxconD Eprrion. Stevens 
& Sons. 


We noticed Mr. Gray’s work on its issue about three months 
In the present edition the rules’ and orders are included, with 








notes appended, stating what rules are new, and where 
roductions of old rules, giving a reference to the old rule. 

references are also inserted e Act to the rules and forms, i 

vice versa. References are also inserted to the recently pu fint 


volume of Chitty’s Equity Index, containing the decisions on bam 
ruptcy law. 





CHart SHOWING THE Principat STEPS TO BE TAKEN FROM TH 
Act oF Banxruprcy To Discuarce. By R. W. Botsoym 
Solicitor, Stockton-on-Tees. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


This is an extremely ingenious idea. In the shape of a chart, no 
much larger than one of the ordinary sheet almanacks, Mr. Bolsova 
gives a very good general idea of bankruptcy proceedings under the 
new system. He heads his table, of course, with the acts of bank 
ruptcy, and traces the procedure under the bankruptcy notice. Tha 
comes the general procedure in bankruptcy, starting from eachd 
the two great heads of debtor’s petition and tor’s petition 
Creditor’s petition for administration of estate of deceased debt, 
county court administration orders and small bankruptcies constitute 
separate tables. In the case of each step shown in the chats 
referenee is given to the appropriate section or rule, and the 
duty payable is also stated. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


To CorRESPONDENTs.—“ Light” has omitted to send his namé 


*,* By a curious mischance, the letter from ‘‘ West Enp Sout 
TORS” appeared last week without the note, referring to R. 8.0, 
1883, me 64, r. 8, which was written and intended to be annexed 
the letter. The number of communications which have reached w 
from members of the profession anxious to enlighten ‘‘ West En 
SoxictTors”’ is satisfactory proof of the attention which is given’ 
the correspondence in our columns. 








THE NEW PRACTICE. 


R. 8. C., 1883, onp. 31, re. 1, 2, 20—Lzave To petiven InTernods 
TORIES—J URISDICTION—ACTION RELATING TO LAND IN [RELAND—CONCURRES 
Action 1x Intsx Covnt.—On the 23rd ult., the Court of Appeal (Lal 
Sztzornz, C., and Corron, L.J.) reversed the decision of Pearson, J., 
Houstounv. TheMarquis of Sligo (ante, p. 253). The action claimed a declata 
tion that the plaintiff was, under a lease granted to him by the defendant 
entitled to exclusive rights of sporting over certain lands in Ireland, ant 
an injunction to the defendant from sporting over the it 
question, and, if necessary, to have the lease rectified. Since the om 
mencement of the action, the defendant had brought an action in Irelanl 

the English plaintiff, and had obtained an injunction restraining 

m, until the trial of the Irish action, from eqocting over the lands. # 

uestion. Both the plaintiff and thedefendant residences in ; 

e English plaintiff took out a summons in his action for leave to 
interrogatories for the examination of the defendant, his object being # 
obtain admissions from the defendant to establish the hr case for 
a rectification of the lease. On behalf of the defendant it was thst, 
the Janda Se gueetion betas th DEG) oe se eee beet 

English plaintiff,-the court should ™ 
exercise jurisdiction, and that, at any rate, the question of law as to i 
construction of the ent between the parties ought to be 
in the first instance. Pearson, J., refused the spplation, and said tht 
he should direct that no further should be taken in @ 
English action to add to the expense of litigation until there had bet 
aformal decision in the Irish action. could do no harm to tt 
laintiff, because he would have a right of appeal from the decision ef 
Frish Court to the House of Lords. e Covrr oy Arrzat held that 
in Ireland afforded no sufficient ground for not 
the j in the English action, and that leave ought to be 
deliver the in es 


given 

. The relief sought in the two actions be 

identical, the claim for rectification of the lease being made only 
dig 
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English action, and theinterrogatories were directed to that relief. The two 
issnes in that action would be tried together in the ordinary way.— 
Sorscrrons, Roopers § Whately; Parkin, Pagden, § Woodhouse. 


R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 36, rr. 52,55; orp. 39, zn. 1, d—Rerenez—Arrtica- 
gon TO SET ASIDE Report—WirTHiIn wat Time AND HOW MADE—JUDI- 
garure Act, 1873, ss. 56—58.—In a case of Bedborough v. Army and Navy 
Hotel Company, before Kay, J., on the 27th inst., a — arose as to the 


method of impeaching the re of a referee, before whom the ques- 

Bone of fact in the action had Sonn tehea ease section 57 of the Judicature 
Act. The referee had made his report in October, 1882, which was not 
taken up until a year later, in October, 1883. The tiff now moved 
for judgment accordingly, and the defendant, being dissati: with the 
moved to set it aside and remit the action to the referee. The 

tiff took the preliminary objection that the report of the referee, on 
aquestion of fact, being, by section 58 of the Judicature Act, made equiva- 
lent to the verdict of a jury, the mction was within ord. 39, r..1, » not 
having been made within eight days from the date of the report, 
wasout oftime, under rule 4. It was contended that, inasmuch as the case 
of varying a report made under the 56th section of the Judicature Act was 
ided for by ord. 36, rr. 54, 55, and thata report under the 57th section 


was not mentioned, it followed thatit must have been intended to make party 


the lutter subject to the provisions of order 39, as equivalent to a verdict of 
a jury, in which case the application would have to be made either to the 
Court of Appeal, or to a divisional court in the Queen’s Bench Division, 
according as the referee be considered as in the position of a jury, or of a 
judge without a jury, in both which cases the motion was out of time. 
Kay, J., however, held that the motion was in time. His Te agreed 
that the referee’s report in this case clearly fell under section 57 of the 
Judicature Act, and, therefore, by the latter part of section 58, was made 

valent to the verdict of a jury; and by ord. 39, r. 1, of the Rules of 
1875, where a case had been tried by a jury, application for a new trial 
had to be made within ay days. In this state of pe a arose 
in Dyke v. Cannell (31 W. R. 747, L. R. 11 Q. B. D. 180) whether a motion to 
set aside the findings of a report after eight days had expired was out of 
time, and all the judges agreed that under ord. 36, r. 34, of the then rules 
the motion was right ; Cave, J.,in particular, holding that, al h on 
cursory reading of that rule it might seem to refer only to a cause g 
remitted to a referee at the initiative of the court itself, it did not 
exclude a dissatisfied from impeaching the by motion at any 
time before it has been confirmed by judgment. en came the Rules of 
1883—the framers of which must be considered to have had the above de- 
cision present to their minds—in which, by ord. 36, r. 52, the previous rule 
34 of that order is re-enacted in precisely the same words. Had it not 
been for this, it might have been contended that, as rules 52—55 of order 36 
dealt with the mode of appeal from reports of referees under section 56 of the 
Judicature Act, and omitted to deal with those under section 57, it must have 
been intended to treat the latter as equivalent for all purposes to the verdict 
ofa jury, and, therefore, as subject to the rules as to appeals of ord. 39, 
m.1,4, But against this must be set this strange result, that. rule which 
makes an a from a judge lie to the Court of Appeal, for the obvious 
reason that the questions of fact and of law have already been the subject of 
decision by a judge of the High Court, would apply equally to the report 
ofa referee which has never been before a j at all. On the whole, 
therefore, the practice as laid down in Dyke v. Cannell must prevail, and the 
_—— must be overruled.—Soxicrrors, Edward Smith § Co. ; Barnard & 





R. 8. C., 1883, orp, 55, xn. 3—ApMINISTRATION—APPLICATION TO SET ASIDE 
Retzase—Summons.—In acase of Re Garnett, Gandy v. Macaulay, before Bacon, 
V.C., on the 22nd ult., a question arose whether the validity of a release 

ven in 1859 could beimpeached upon a summons under ord. 55, r. 3. 

telease had been given by two ladies, in respect of their interests 
under their uncle’s , and they now alleged that they had had no in- 
dent advice, and had executed the release in ignorance of the real 
t of their interests. The summons asked for administration of the 
tncle’s estate, and that the question might be determined whether the 
telease was binding, and to what extent. It was admitted that adminis- 
tation was not wanted if the release was good. Bacon, V.C., 
said that the intention of the rule was to prevent litigation where it was 
hot absolutely necessary, and that the question of the validity of the 
Télease could be decided on the summons.—Soxicrrors, Johnston, Harrison, 
# Powell, for Little ¢ Lamonby, Penrith ; Richard Smith § Wilmer. 





JUDGES’ CHAMBERS.* 
QuzxEN’s Benoit Drviston. 
(Before Frexb, J.) 
Feb, 20.—Turn and another v. The Commercial Banking Company of 


Sydney. 
Btay of vexatious action—Executors suing before probate—Ord. 25, 
r, 4 


An action brought by executors before they have obtained probate 
will not be stayed as vexatious. , € 


This was a summons b 
y the defendants, on a from the refusal of 
Master Kaye, to order that all further srveetinnn tn the action should be 


_—_— 





* Reported by. A. H. Brrrzzsrow, Bsq., Barrister-at-Law. 





the return of 


direct authority 
Mattinson, for the p 
Fretp, J.—Before the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, whenever a 


take 
probate before the trial, and that entitles them to succeed, the judge 
now a discretion as to the costs. 


No order. 
Solicitors for the palit, aphien § Zattershall. 
Solicitors for the defendants, ithorne § Ewer. 


F eb. 21.— Munday v. Pigott. 


Mayor's Court of London—Removal of judgment to High Court— 
20 & 21 Vict. c. 157, ss. 48, 52. 

This was an ex parte application by the plaintiff on ap 
refusal of Master Jenkins to order the removal of the j 
action from the Mayor’s Court of London to the High Court. 

The question raised was whether it was necessary, in order to remove 
Go leigmen, to take out and seal a writ of execution at a cost of five 

i lgaean yor ed ag age ely ae ago Sha We | 
on which he could enforce his judgment by ordinary execution, and that 
the writ would uently be useless. 

The question turned on the construction of the Mayor’s Court of London 

ure Act, 1857, ss. 48, 52. 

Fretp, J.—I think that Master Jenkins’ construction is correct, 
and that under these sections the removal can only be effected by sealing a 
writ of execution. ; 


No order. 
Solicitors for the plaintiff, C. C. Ellis; Munday & Co. 


from the 
t in the 





Feb. 22.—Oppenheimer & Co. v. Davenport & Co. 
Costs—Recovery of less than £20 in action of contract—County Courts 
Act, 1867, s. 5—Ord. 65, r. 12. : 
This was an application by the plaintiffs for an order of the judge 
allowing them thelr costs of the action. 
mw. action was brought to recover £10 6s. for goods sold and de- 


Vv . 

The defendant paid the money into court; and the tiffs took it 
out in satisfaction of their claim, The plaintiffs’ affidavit stated that at 
the time of bringing the action they were not aware that di 4 
firm consisted of only one person, and that in the ity 
have been necessary toserveall the partners; that 
three or four weeks’ delay before the action could 
county court, and that where there was no defence the 
Court were less than in the county court. The defendan 
stated that on January 28 he received a letter from the 
ing payment of their account, 


i 
iri 
TLE 


bE 


+ 
a 


H 


pecenect co the. 20h, snd thet an the: S00: bowie que See eee 
e action, £10 6s. for debt and £3 8s, for costs; that on Feb- 
ruary 4 he called and offered to pay the debt, but declined to pay the 
costs, which offer was 
On behalf of the ioe, Diem v. Marna p eee: 
Fratp, J.—By 30 & 81 Vict. o. 142, s. 5, a recovers less 
than £20 in an action on contract is not entitled to any costs 


founded 
unless a judge shall allow them. By 65, r. 12, in actions founded 
contract, in which the plaintiff recovers less than £50, he is entitled to 
more costs than if he had brought his action in 
court or judge otherwise orders. That rule doe: not expressly 
the section of the County Court Act; but the section is kept alive by 
Judicature A ann So ye} he te eae 

by myself has 

less on AS pera Se eee 

That is not the meaning. of case 
where less than £20 is recovered are an 
in question I said that where there was 
of order 14 I 

not have 
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matter to be considered in allowing a 


his costs. It is an element to show 
mae 3 has not been oppressive. That is 
e 
in the superior court, he ought to have his costs. 
here? On the 26th of, January the defendant was 
payment of a debt of £10 6s., and on the 30th he was 
writ, thirty-three 
laintiffs on business in the city, and the defendant in 
; no sug on is made against the solvency of the defend- 
to the difficulty of finding who the ers in the defendant’s 
and of serving them, if the plaintiffs had written and asked, 
in all have been told that the defendant was the 
er, and that his solicitor would t service. As to the 


Fe 
rH; 


T 


*, 


BERES 
an 


Bpeae 
tu 


i 
PES 


x. d. 


efendant, G. 8. Warmington. 





Feb. 22.—Eyre v. Moreing. 
Joinder of parties—Joint liability upon items in counter-claim of 
party not joined—Application by plaintiff to exclude items or join 
party—Ord. 16, r. 11. 
was an appeal from the refusal of Master Gordon to order that so 
of the defendant’s counter-claim as consisted of chi for work 
for the plaintiff and one Lawson should be excluded, upon the 
that it could not be conveniently disposed of by way of counter- 
in the action ; or, in the alternative, that the said Lawson should 
be joined as a co-defendant to the counter-claim, so far as the same 
i oe ti 
on was brought for money lent, and for interest thereon. The 
defendant counter-claimed for money paid by him for the plaintiff, and 
for work and labour done by him as surveyor to the plaintiff. The 
defendant had been ordered to give particulars of his counter-claim ; and 
from them it a that four items were charged for work done for the 
plaintiff and his former partner, Lawson, jointly. 
Channell, for the plaintiff.—If this counter-claim is to stand, Lawson 
be joined as a party to the action. The plaintiff should be put in 
as regards the counter-claim as if 1t were a cross-action 
pleaded in abatement to it. Ord. 16, r. 11, enables the judge 
to that the names of any parties who ought to have been joined be 
That power is in place of the old plea in abatement. The 
judgments in Kendal v. Hamilton (28 W. R. 97, 48 L. J. C. P. 705) show 
principles upon which parties should be joined remain unaltered. 
Lawson is not joined, then so much of the counter-claim as shall be 
Papal a joint liability of Eyre and Lawson’s should be excluded in 


Mansel Jones, for the defendant.—The defendant alleges that the plaintiff 
the whole of this counter-claim, and he cannot be compelled 
another person who is also liable on a part of it. It is submitted 
oF power to exclude the items in question from the defend- 


Fiacp, J.—I shall affirm the master’s order. If Lawson is to be joined 
os aioe "etn coun eo “A og on the application of 
in: consent. think there is n 
mutts alther of the coders eked for. eer 
dismissed ; costs defendant’s in any event. 
a ee , G. L. P. Eyre & Co. 
Solicitors for the defendant, Walker, Martincau, § Co. 


F 





Peb. 23.—Van der Kan and Deitizeman v. Ashworth & Co; Regulateur 
Fabrik Germanie, Claimants. 


by the defendants for leave to serve an 
upon the claimants. 

of the application a recent unreported decision of a divisional 

service out of the jurisdiction of an interpleader summons, 

was referred to. 


Order; but service only to be effected 


in such mann directed 
the domicile of the claimants. as ae 


; 





Feb 25.—Lucy v. Wood. 


Attachment of debts—Affidavit in su; of garnishee order— 
Stating amount of debt—Ord. 45, r. 1. 


This was an ex parte by a judgment creditor for a garnishee 
order nisi, under ord. 45, r. 1. hee mista’ had declined to fee the 
ord. F on the ground that the affidavit in support of the application did not 

the amounts due from the several persons indebted to the judg- 

of whose debts the order was applied for. e 

B. ,but the last words 
or thereabouts.” 

whatever in the 

necessary ; 


not mean that wherever order 14 would 


plaintiff has done nothing oppressive 
i What 


per cent. being added to the debt for 


delay for a few weeks, that would not signify in a claim for 
the whole, I cannot in this case give the plaintiffs any costs, 
that I should be really repealing the section of the County 
were I to do so. 

refused, with £1 1s. costs. 
i for the plaintiffs, Z, l 
Solicitor for the de 











and, inasmuch as the judgment creditor must rely on any inform 
that he can from the judgment debtor, it would be an lute 
of justice if he could not get this order without swearing to the amountgf 
the debt. It was suggested that he could not, having regard to. 

ractice founded upon the now re section 28 of the Common [ay 
| ser ata Act, 1860, which pro that the judge might, in his, 
cretion, refuse to interfere where, from the smallness of the amour 
the debt sought to be attached, the remedy sought would be worthless 
vexatious; and it was said to be, coi uently, consistent with an affidayi 
which did not disclose the amount of the debt sought to be attached, that” 
the —— was vexatious. But the plain answer to that is, that dip 
relief in question may be — upon the garnishee showing cause ag 
the order; and if the application should turn out to have been ve : 
the judgment creditor would have to pay all the costs of it. It ; 
right that a man who has obtained a judgment for £1,000 should.ty 
unable to obtain a garnishee order, unless he can swear to the amount dig 
from the garnishee to the judgment debtor, of which he can have m 
knowledge. 

Order. ro 

Solicitors for the judgment creditor, C. C. Ellis, Munday, $ Co., for F, 
Lambert, Great Malvern. 


tot 


















BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
In BanKRUvUPTCY.* ‘ 
(Before CavzE, J.) 
Feb. 18.—IJn re Windas and Dunesmore, Ex parte Hough. 


Pending business—Writ of elegit—Sections 45, 145, and 169 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 


A writ of elegit was issued at the suit of one Hough, a judgment creditor 
for £2,300, t the goods of the debtor Windas, on the 20th of Decem- 
ber, 1883. e sheriff took possession on the 22nd of December, but m 
delivery was made to the creditor. On the 31st of January last th 
debtor Windas was adjudicated a bankrupt, and on the same day Mr 
Registrar Pepys, with the express intention of bringing the matter bets 
the Bankruptcy Judge for his consideration, made an order i 
the sheriff from er proceedings under the said writ of elegit. 

Douglas Walker, for the appellant, relied upon the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal in Hough v. Windas as substantially conclnding 
matter. He cited Ex parte Abbott, Re Gourlay (29 W. R. 143, L. RB. & 
Ch. D. 447), and Ex parte Vale, Re Bannister (29 W. R. 855, L. R. B 
Ch. D. 137), to show what the ts of the creditor would have bee 
under the Act of 1869, and argued that, by section 169 of the present Ach 
those rights were retained. 

H. T. Reed, for the official receiver.—The case is not concluded = 
decision in Hough v. Windas, because the act of bankruptcy has occ 
subsequently to that decision. The order of adjudication was made upon the 
ist of January, and until the appointment of a trustee the ae 
vests in the official receiver. In cases of elegit section 45 may 
‘* or by that delivery which is equivalent to a sale.”’ The seizure was on 
the 22nd of December, and there never has been any delivery. 

Watker, in reply. 

Cur. adv. vult, 


Feb. 25.—Cave, J. (after reviewing the facts of the case). —The 
Court of Appeal has decided in Ex Bota Abbott, Re Gourlay, and i 
Ex parte Vale, Re Bannister, that, according to the law as it stood in 1883, 
the creditor under similar circumstances acquired a specific interest in the 
goods on the seizure and before delivery, which an act of bankruptcy inter- 
vening between the seizure and delivery did not defeat. The of 
Appeal has also decided in Hough v. Windas that, where the geet a debtor 
have been seized under a writ of elegit, but not delivered the 1st of 
January, 1884, the creditor is not deprived, by section 146 of the new 
Bankruptcy Act, of the right, which he had acquired before that Act 
into operation, of having the goods deliv to him. The question 
this case is whether an act of bankruptcy intervening between seizure 4 
delivery has affected the tion of the creditor. Mr. Reed relied 
section 45 of the new Act, which provides that where a creditor im” 
issued execution against the pou or lands of a debtor he shall ne 
retain the benefit of the execution against the trustee unless it shall have 
been completed before, amongst other things, the date of the recei 


order. e also that, for the purposes of this Act, an execu 

against is comple’ by seizure and sale. I am of ion that this 

section not apply to writs of elegit against t goods, which are abolirhed 
section 146. The case is concluded by previous decisions of the Court 


b 

of Appeal. Ex parte Vale decides that the creditor, fmnder similar i 
stances, would have been entitled under the old Act to delivery of tH 
goods, and Hough v. Windas decides that in the case of elegi(s served e 
the Ist of January, 1884, this right is retained for the time by section 
The rights of a creditor under such a writ of elegit are intended to be 
with, not by the permanent 8 of the 45th section, but by the tem 
rary provisions of section 169. My judgment, therefore, must be @ 
vour of the execution creditor with costs out of the estate. 

Solicitors for the a t, Lyne $ Holman, 
Solicitor for the receiver, W. Aldridge, 








Reported by J. E. Vincent, Heq., Barrister-at-Lew. 
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# (Before Cave, J., in chambers.) 

ae Feb. 23.—Gounger & Gounger v. Argent. 

Application for order of commitment—Conditional order refused. 
 ¢. W. Francis (solicitor).—An order having been made in March last for 


_ the payment of a sam due from Argent to Gounger, no instalments hive 


been Terms have been offered to the debtor, and I ask your lord- 
ship to make an order of commitment unless he shall accede to those 


ferms, which are reasonable, and fulfil them. There is an affidavit of 


i 


©'Thé debtor was not represented. 

© Give, J:—I cannot give a conditional order. You may take an order 
not to be drawn up for a fortnight, and not to be drawn up at all if the 
debtor accedes to your terms. Notice to be given to the debtor forthwith; 


liberty to apply. 





—_— 
-_— 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Baykxevrtoy Petrrion—Recetvixe Orper—Act or BANKRUPTCY COM- 
qwirreD BEFORE Ist or JaANvARy, 1884—Penpine Liqumation Procerpincs— 
Savinc Cravse—Ricuts anv Liasttitres—Banxrvrtcy Act, 1883, ss. 4, 5, 
169.—In a case of Ex parte Pratt, before the Court of Appeal on the 22nd 
ult., some questions of importance arose with reference to the operation of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1883—viz., (1) whether whena debtor has committed 
an act of bankruptcy under the Act of 1869, but no proceedings in bank- 
ruptcy had been taken against him before the Act of 1883 came into 
operation—#.e., before the Ist of January, 1884—proceedingsin bankruptcy 
under that Act can be taken against him in respect of that act of bank- 
muptey; and (2) whether, if liquidation wpm Nh | a debtor were 
ons on the 1st of January, 1884, but those p ings afterwards came 

an end, owing to the failure of the creditors to pass any resolution, pro- 
ceedings m bankruptcy against the debtor, founded on the act of bank- 

committed by filing the liquidation petition, must be taken under 

the Act of 1869, or whether they can be taken under the Act of 1883. 
Section 4 of the Act of 1883 provides that ‘‘a debtor commits an act of 
bankruptcy in ‘each-of the cases’’ therein mentioned. By section 5, 
“Subject to the conditions hereinafter specified, if a debtor commits an 
actof bankruptcy, the court may, on a bankruptcy petition being pre- 
sented, either by a creditor or by the debtor, ean order, in this Act 
called a receiving order, for the protection of the estate.’’ And, by section 
169—‘‘(1) The enactments described in the 5th schedule are hereby re- 
as from the commencement of this Act to the extent mentioned in 
schedule. (2) The repeal effected by this Act shall not affect—(c.) 
anything done or suffered before the commencement of this Act under any 





enactment ed by this Act; nor (é.) any right or privilege acquired, or 
duty im: , or liability or disqualification incurred under any enactment 
so repealed. (3) Notwithstanding the repeal effected by this Act, the 
proceedings under any bankruptcy petition, liquidation by arrangement, 


tion with creditors under the rete oe Act, 1869, pending at 
as any provision of this 

proceedings, continue, and all the 
— of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, shall, except as aforesaid, apply 
as if this Act had not passed.’’ Among the enactments mentioned 

in the 5th schedule is the B ptcy Act, 1869. In the present case, the 
debtor filed a liquidation petition on the 30th of November fast, and thereby 
committed an act of bankruptcy under the Act of 1869. The first meeting 
of the creditors was held and was adjourned to the 2nd of January, 1883. 
On that day the creditors met and separated without passing any resolution, 
and the proceedings thus came to end. On the 3rd of January, a creditor 
Presented a bankruptcy petition under the Act of 1883, founded on the act 
of bankruptcy committed by the filing of the liquidation petition, and 
applied to the Birmingham County Court for a receiving order under 
section 5. The judge, Mr. Motteram, Q.C., made the order, though he 
had some doubt as to his power. The Court of Ap (Corron, Bowen, 
and Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. Corron, L.J., said it was conceded that 
the conditions referred to in section 5 did not expressly provide that the 


act of bankru: must have been committed after the Act of 1883 came 
into —. ut the argument was based on the words ‘‘ commits an 
sebof bankruptcy.’’ His lordship was rather struck with the difference 


between the frame of sections 4and5 of the Act of 1884, and that 
ef section 6 of the Act of 1869. Section 6 provided that a creditor 


came into o ion. As to the other point, 

that the ri teddy merwabedie: ES ey. 
debtor to be made a bankrupt under the Act of 1869, 
or liability as was preserved 

number of Acts which had given coliis deme S eens 


3 
Fp 


right to take the goods ofa debtor un 
Act of 1883, and his lordship was of opinion that section 169 was mean’ 
preserve rights and liabilities of that nature. 3 
section 169, his lordship thought that the 
there were pending liquidation proceedings in this 


ask 


G 
3 fi 
ERE 


came into operation. ose i might have continued, 

court might have substituted bankruptcy for them under 
sub-section 12 of section 125 of the Act of 1869. But, under that Act, 
if the liquidation proceedings had fallen through, any creditor could have 
presented an bap ny grea bankruptcy ition of his own, and why 
was the creditor to be deprived of that it because the liquidation pro- 
ceedings were pending when the Act came into operation? His 
lordship thought that the creditor was not deprived of that right. The 
objections could not, therefore, prevail. Bowsx, L.J., was also of opinion 
that a receiving order could be made, not only in respect of an act 
of bankruptcy committed after the Act of 1883 came into operation, but 
also in respect of an act committed before it came into operation. If 
this were not so, there would be some acts of bankruptcy which could 
not be made the ground of an adjudication or a receiving order. This 
would cause great inconvenience. The effect would be to pass a over 
some acts of bankruptcy, simply because no proceedings had taken 
upon them before the new Act came into operation, while at the same 
time that Act kept alive This incongruity 


ES 


pending proceedings. 
added probability to the conclusion derived from the language of the Act. 
His lordship thought that the more the Act was studied, the more it would 
be found that it was framed in a very peculiar way. He did not mean to 
say it was inartistic. It was framed on the idea that a code was 
made for bankruptcy, and when the it tense was used, it was 


not with reference to time, but as the present tense of | As to the 
other point, also, his lordship | with Cotton, L.J. x, LJ., said 
that on the coming into operation of the new Act two of cases 
required to be provided for—cases where proceedings in bankruptcy had 
been commenced before the Act came into operation, and cases in which 
acts of bankruptcy had been committed, but no proceedings had’ been 
taken before that date. The -first class was dealt with by section 169; 
the second fell within section 5. Section 4 declared what were acts of 
bankruptcy, but there were no negative that these 
acts, and these alone, should be the subject of proceedings. 


iptcy 
—Soricrrors, Sargent ¢ Son, Birmingham ; Joseph Fallows. 





Acr or Banxrvuprcy—Banxervrtey Norrce—“ Frvat Jupeweysr *’— 
GARNISHEE ORDER ABSOLUTE—Banxrvuptcy Act, 1883, s. 4, suB-section I 
(c.).—In a case of Ex parte Chinery, before the Court of on the 
22nd ult., the question arose whether a garnishee order 
‘final judgment”’ against the garnishee within the meaning of sub- 
section 1 (g.) of section 4 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. Section 4 provides 


that a debtor commits an act of tcy (inter alia)—sub-section 1 (g.) 
—‘‘Tf a creditor has obtained a final judgment him for any 
amount, and execution thereon not having been has served on him 
a bankruptcy notice,” with which the debtor failed to com 


within the time limited after service. Mr. Registrar Murray held 
such an order was a “final ju t,”” and made a 
against the garnishee. The Court (Corrox, Bowsy, and Fry, L.JJ.) held 
that the words “final judgment’? must be construed in their strict 
technical sense, as meaning a j ent in ar action which established a 
liability previously existing of a d to a creditor. A garnishee order 
absolute did not establish any previously existing liability of the to 
thejudgment creditor who obtained the order ; it attached the 

the garnishee to the judgment debtor to the debt 
established in the action to be due from latter to 
creditor. Corroy, L.J., said that when the Legislature defined an act of 
bankruptcy the court ought not to to the words a 

not the proper and natural one, unless they were satisfied 
lature intended it. Bowsy, L.J., said that the words should be 
as if they were defining a misdemeanor, because 
on the debtor.—Soxicrrors, Benn Davis ; Thomas Ingle. 


VeNpoR AND PurcHassR—Spsrctric Perrorwancs—Misprscripriox—Com= 


3 
EF 
i 


might petition that the debtor be adjudged a bankrupt, alleging as | rensatron—Reverston.—In a case of Jn re The Creek Bridge Com- 
on of adjudication, *‘by one or more of the following acts or de- | pany and Bevan, before the Court of Appeal on the 2ist ult., the question 

” called “acts of bankruptcy.’’ The right to obtain an adju- | arose whether a vendor was entitled to specific & con- 
dication arose only on showing that one o tract, giving com on to the purchaser on account of a it 


the acts or defaults 
specified had been committed by thedebtor. The Act of 1883 proceed 
on a different footing, and no doubt the acts of bankruptcy mentioned in 
it could only be committed after the Act came into o ion. But, if 
section 5 was intended to have the effect contended for, one would have 
to be framed like section 6 of the Act of 1869. Section 5, 
» said, “if a debtor commits an act of bankruptcy,’’ not ‘one of 
the acts of bankruptcy mentioned in this Act.” It applied to all things 
which were by | ve enactment made acts of bonirenta » Whether by 
the Act of 1883 or before it came into operation. The word “commits” 
could not be relied on as showing that section 5 applied to acts of 
committed after the Act came into n. lordship 
inet tine ey th eae oe wanker s 
at the time when the on was presen ether 
Act of 1883 or by virtue of legislative enactment before it 





led | of the aioe of the . 


In November, 1880, B. entered into a con- 
auction, for the from the company of 

Creek, w was described in the parti- 
culars of sale as ‘‘ valuable waterside 


freehold an 

excellent wharf, with frontage to the creek of about now in the 
occupation of Messrs. Lee & Sons, engineers; let on lease for a 

at Midsummer, 1914, at a -rent of = annum, and at 

tion of the lease the will be enti to the reversion 

estimated at £100 per annum.”’ It turned 

on 


tract, at a sale by pu 
property abutting on 


the ex 
to the rack-rental valu 
on investigation that the frontage to the ‘creek 
three- feet only. The declined 
round of material and substan’ 

ect for allowance or com) 

conditions of sale that in the 
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discoverable by mere inspection of the premises, the purchaser should not 
be entitled to any compensation; but in the case of any error or mis- 
statement not so discoverable, such error or mis-statement should not 
annul the sale, but a proportionate allowance or compensation should be 
made to the party prejudicially affected thereby. It appeared that 60 feet 
was the length of an ordinary barge, so that barges, except of less than the 
usual length, could not be brought o—_ e the creek frontage for the 
purpose of loading or unloading. Chitty, J., held that, the difference be- 
tween the actual and the advertised frontage being more than one-tenth of 
the whole, while barges were usually 60 feet in length, it was a material 
misdescription, and that, by reason of it, the purchaser could not be com- 
pelled specifically to perform the agreement, with compensation. His lord- 
ship was also of opinion that the fact that what was advertised for sale was a 
mere reversion, with no present right of occupation, made no differencs, 
and that the provision in the conditions of sale as to errors, &c., ‘‘ dis- 
coverable by mere inspection,’’ did not apply to questions of measurement. 
The Court of Appeal (Corton, Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision. Corton, L.J., said that the rule was that when the misdescrip- 
tion was such as to amount to a material difference in the purposes for 
which the = pp bought was to be used, it was not a question of com- 
pee, uta case in which specific performance ought to be refused. 
he wharf, which was described as having a frontage to the creek of about 
60 feet, had a frontage of something more than 49 feet only, so that 
ordinary barges, which were usually 60 feet in length, could not be loaded 
alongside, but could only be loaded at the bow or stern, or by being 
allowed to overlap the neighbours’ land. This would be a most incon- 
venient state of things, and would necessitate the wharf being used for 
smaller-sized barges, so as very materially to affect and alter the purposes 
for which the property had been purchased. It was said that this was the 
purchase of a reversionvonly, as a mere investment, and that the pur- 
chaser could not expect to occupy or use the land himself until after 
the expiration of thirty years, and that the misdescription was there- 
fore not material. But this, in his lordship’s opinion, was fallacious. The 
frontage to the creek was the most material element of the property, and 
this misdescription, inasmuch as it affected the nature of the thing pur- 
chased, affected the business character of the property, whether for im- 
mediate occupation or for purposes of investment. It was not ne 
to decide the question, but he certainly did not take the view that the 
compensation clause would apply to a case where the error or mis-state- 
ment materially affected the character of the thing purchased. The 
uestion was whether it was reasonable to compel a purchaser who bought 
in reliance on the statements contained in the particulars, to take property 
which, though by an innocent error, was so inaccurately described that 
the misdescription substantially affected the value and nature of the 
P y- Inhis opinion 1t would be most unreasonable. Bowen, L.J., was 
of the same opinion. Fry, L.J., said that the law was accurately expressed 
by Tindal, C.J., in Flight v. Booth (1 Bing. N. C. 377), that where there is 
in a contract a misdescription in a material and substantial point, so far 
affecting the subject-matter of the contract as that it may be reasonably 
supposed that, but for such misdescription, the purchaser might never 
have entered into the eontract at all, in such a case the contract is avoided 
altogether, and the purchaser is not bound to resort to the clause of com- 
pensation. The misdescriptioa in the present case fell within this rule, 
and did not come within the condition as to compensation.—Souicrrors, 
Witkinson, Drew, § Co. ; Druces § Attlee. 





Coxversion~—Texant ror Lirz anp ReMamsperueN—Wasttnc Pror- 
zeTx—CaxkryixcG on Testator’s Bustness—Ricut to Prorirs IN SPECIE. 
—In a case of Chancellor vy. Brown, before the Court of Appeal on the 21st 
ult., the question arose whether the tenant for life, under a will, was 
entitled to receive, in specie, the profits derived by the executors from 
carrying on the business of the testator after his death, or whether she 
was entitled only to interest at four per cent. upon the amount of the 

treated as capital. The testator devised and bequeathed all his 
real and personal estate to trustees, upon trust to sell and convert the 
same into money, and to invest the net residue thereof, and to pay the 
income to his wife for her life, and after her death to hold the fund upon 
certain trusts for the benefit of his children. And he authorized his 
trustees to postpone the sale and conversion of his real and personal estate, 
orany part thereof, for so long as they might think fit, and directed that 
the rents, profits, and income to accrue from and after his death of and 
from such part of his real and personal estate as should for the time being 
remain uneold and unconverted should, after payment thereout of all 
incidental expenses and outgoings, be paid or applied to the m. or 
persons and in the manner to whom and in which the income of the 
Seeereeeeneed by such sale and conversion would, for the time being, 
po le or applicable under his will if such sale or conversion had been 
made. ere was no express direction in the will to carry on the 
business. The testator’s estate consisted mainly of his business and the 
freehold premises on which it was carried on. The executors carried on 
the business for nearly two years after the testator’s death, and derived a 
it from so doing, and they then sold the business as a going concern. 
action was brought for the administration of the estate, and the ques- 
tion arose whether the widow, as tenant for life, was entitled to receive, 
in specie, the net profits arising from the carrying on of the business 
the executors, or whether those profits were to be treated as capital, 
according to the rule laid down in Howe v. Lord Dartmouth (7 Ves. 137). 
Currry, J., held that the profits were to be treated as capital, and that the 
widow was entitled only to interest on theamount at therate of four per cent. 
oz annum. An opinion to the same effect had been intimated by Jessel, 

-B., when the action was before him in chambers. The Court of Appeal 

(Corrox, Bowzx, and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed the decision and held that th, 


widow was entitled to the profits of the business in specie. They held that 
there was an implied power to the executors to carry on the business, ang 
that the tenant for life was to have the benefit of it.—Soxrcrrors, WV, H, 
Withall § Co. ; Courtenay ¢ Croome. : 


Company—VotunTary Winpinc ur—Spreciat Reso.ution—APPorsranyy 
or Liquipator—Compantzs Act, 1862, ss. 129, 133, 141, 149.—Im a case of Jy 
re The Indian Zeodone Company, on the 19th ult., the Court of Appeal fom Su. 
BorNE, C., and Corron, L.J.) held that, when a company resolves on a 
voluntary winding up by means of a special resolution, the sppointment 
of a liquidator cannot be effectually made by the resolution passed at the 
first of the two meetings of the shareholders, unless it is confirmed at the 
second meeting, because, until the resolution to wind up is confirmed, there 
is no winding up in existence, and a liquidator cannot be effectually ap. 
pointed until a resolution to wind up has been effectually passed. In this 

icular case, there being a doubt whether the appointmént of a liqni. 

tor, made at the first meeting, had been duly confirmed at the second 

meeting, the Court made an order confirming the appointment, there being 

no other objection raised to the appointment.—-Soxicrrors, Vallance § Co, ; 
Clarke, Woodcock, & Ryland; F. Heritage § Co. 





Witts—Provision aGamnst LapsE—SvuBstiTuTION OF PERSONAL Rupe. 
Tentatives.—In the case of In re Clay, deceased, Clay v. Clay, before 
Chitty, J., on the 27th inst., the question arose as to the construction to 
be put upon a provision - ger lapse contained in a will. The testator, 
R. Clay, who died in 1881, by his will made in 1876 gave certain pro 
to be held by his executor upontrustfor W. Clay, and in case of his de 
in the testator’s lifetime, then the testator desired that the bequest to W. 
Clay should not lapse, but should go to and become the property of W. 
Clay’s respective executors or administrators. W. Clay predeceased the 
testator, leaving four children, and by his will, after appointing executors, 
gave his residuary estate to his other two children in equal shares. Palin 
v. Hills (1 M. & K. 470), was relied upon as an authority to the effect that 
the gift passed to W. Clay’s personal representatives, to be by them dis- 
tributed amongst his next of kin under the Statutes of Distribution. It 
was contended that Palin v. Hills, which was decided in 1834 by Lord 
Chancellor Brougham, had never been overruled. Cuurrry, J., said that, 
apart from the particular authority cited, the current of decisions during 
many years had been that a gift to the executors and adminis- 
trators of a deceased person meant that the executors, if 
there should be a will, or the administrators, if there should 
be no will, should take the gift as part of the estate which they 
represented. The present case was not distinguishable from Long v. 

atkinson (17 Beav. 471), in which Romilly, M.R., was pressed with Palin 
v. Hills, but said that case could not be said to be reconciled with subse- 
quent cases. Both the present Lord Chancellor and James, L.J., had 
expressed their approval of Long v. Watkinson in the case of Webb ¥. 
Sadler (L. R. 8 Ch. 419). It was also to be observed that Long ¥. 
Watkinson, which was argued by able counsel, was never taken to the 
Court of Appeal. It was said that it was very unlikely that a testator 
should desire his gifts to possibly pass to the creditors of the deceased 
legatee, but that he would rather intend to benefit the relations of the 
deceased. A similar objection could be taken against the interpretation 
put upon the 33rd section of the Wills Act, which the ture no 
doubt had intended for the benefit of the children of a Gocenand cha 
but which, however, had been construed as passing the gifts which wo 
have otherwise lapsed, so as to make them form part of the deceased's 
estate. He must, therefore, decide that the gift to the executors o& 
administrators was not distributable amongst the next of kin, but passed 
to the executors as part of their testator’s estate.—Soricrrors, J. 2. 
Tindale; J. H. Taylor. 





Serrtep Estate — Psgririon ror Conrimmation or Satz — Consent oF 
Marrren Woman—Szrriep Estates Act, 1877, s. 50—Manrrep Women’s 
Prorzrty Act, 1882, ss. 1, 2.—In a case of Riddell v. Errington, before 
Pearson, J., on the 25th ult., a question arose as to the necessity for am 
examination of a married woman with to her consent to an applica- 
tion under the Settled Estates Act, 1877. The petition was presented to 
obtain the confirmation by the court of some provisional contracts which 
had been entered into for the sale of parts of a settled estate. A married 
woman, who was entitled to a jointure charged on the estate, consented to 
the prayer of the petition. She was a widow at the time when the 
petition was presented, but had married again before it came on for hearing. 
On the drawing up of the order the question arose whether she ought to 
be examined as to her consent. Sec’ 50 of the Settled Estates Act, 
1877, provides that ‘“‘ where a married woman shall apply to the court, of 
consent to an application to the court, under this Act, she shall first be 
examined, apart her husband, touching her knowledge of the nature 
and effect of the application, and it shall be ascertained that she freely 
desires to make or consent to such application.’ Section 1 of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, ides that ‘‘a married woman 
shall, in accordance with the provisions of this Act, be capable of ne 

a! 


holding, and disposing, b: or otherwise, of any real or 
copes y, as if she were a pe sole, without the Piter- 


erty as her 
vention of any trustees.”” And by section 2, “‘ Every woman who 
after the commencement of this Act shall be entitled to have end to hee 


as her separate property, and to dispose of in manner aforesaid, all real 


personal which ehall belong to her at the time of marriage, or 
shall be acq by or devolve upon her after m: ’ Prarson, J. 
held that, having regard to the provisions of the Married Women’s Prop- 








erty Act, it was not necessary that the married woman should be 
oLicitors, Flu § Leadbitter.; 
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SOLICITORS’ CASES. 
Hicu Covurr or Justice. 
(Sittings in Banc, before Denman, Manisry, and Watxm Witt1ams, JJ.) 


for liquidation (the proposal being for a payment of 6d. in the pound), of 

which, however, the client had not taken advantage, but he had brought 

the matter before the Law Society, who addressed to the solicitor their 

ee i eee nm answer to which he 

letter itting the receipt of the money, and attributi gt ere y A 
ts, ng that if 


Feb. -26.—In the Matter of Charies Offerton Stephenson, a Solicitor, pay to unforeseen pecuniary embarrassments, and 
This was an application on the of the In Law Society to been allowed him he might have retrieved his and paid his 
strike off the the name of les Offerton Stephenson, a solicitor. | creditors in full, instead of which his pro} been sold at a great 
It appeared from the affidavits filed on behalf of the Law Society that, in | loss and he had been ruined. He did not now appear either in person or 
ber, 1879, a gentleman named Tribe died, bog Be his will, | by counsel. 
appointed Mr. Stephenson trustee and executor, with . Tribe and Wills, Q.C. (with Garth), ——- for the Incorporated Law Society in 
another, the will giving the solicitor power to receive payment from the | sw of the application.—-It was, he said, a kind of case, but a 
estate for acting as executor and trustee, and to retain the amount of his | plain and simple case of appro of a *s money, very likely in 


bill of costs out of any sum he might receive on behalf of the estate. The 
three executors proved the will and opened a banking account, but it 
seems that payments were not regularly made to account, Mr. 
Stephenson being allowed by his co-trustees to pay moneys into his 
private account. In May, 1881, Mr. Stephenson received a sum of £355 
on behalf of the estate. This sum he did not account for, but paid in to 
his own bankers, and did not transfer it to the trust account. conse- 
quence of this, in October, 1881, an administration action was brought 
against him on behalf of the beneficiaries under the will asking for an 
account, and this account being ordered, but not filed, Mr. Stephenson 
was, in ae 1882, committed to Maidstone Gaol, and confined there 
till the following July, when, upon the filing an account, he was released. 
This account admitted a balance of £219 as due from the solicitor to the 
estate, but he claimed to deduct from this sum £120 for his costs. U 
this being filed, an order was made in the chancery action ordering itr. 
enson to make payment, and, in default of this, he was, on the 6th 
of ber, again committed to gaol, where, being unable to make the 
payment, he was detained for twelve months, and, at the expiration of 
that time, released; no payment was, however, made by him, and the 
chief clerk’s account found that the sum due from him was over £400. 

Wills, Q.C. (with whom was Garth), appeared on behalf of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. 

Petheram, Q.C., on behalf of the solicitor, asked the court to take into 
consideration the fact that he had already twice been imprisoned for 
defaults in this matter, a circumstance which in itself prevented his re- 
paying the money; as he might otherwise have been enabled to do; he 
also pointed out that Mr. Stephenson had received this money with the 
knowledge of his co-trustee, and that he stated he had a large claim for 
costs the estate. 

The Court, after consulting together, decided that Mr. Stephenson’s 
hame must be struck off the rolls. 

Denman, J., said that the court had carefully considered if there were 
any circumstances in the case which could enable them to allow the 
solicitor’s name to remain on the rolls, but had found none. It was, his 
Soo dee most important that the court should take no step which 
might be supposed to lighten the responsibilities of persons who were so 
much trusted by people who were really helpless, and thought they were 
dealing with honest solicitors. If a clear case of dishonesty were 
out, the court would put its stamp on it as a matter which should dis- 
qualify the person guilty from acting as a solicitor. The present, his 
lordship said, was a very bad case. The solicitor had been intrusted by a 
testator to act as executor, with power as such to deduct from moneys 
received the amount of his charges, a ce which only entailed 
upon him greater care and strictness, both in keeping his accounts and in 

ing with moneys. He had admitted that he had kept no accounts, 
and it was quite clear that the sum received by him in May, 1881, had 
been spent by him, and that for years he had taken no step to return it, 
and so bad was his conduct that . had twice been imprisoned in this very 
matter. Under these circumstances, the court would be neglecting their 
duty if they did not strike the solicitor off the rolls. The only alternative 
would be to suspend him for a long period, a course which was neither 
for the advantage of the solicitor nor of the public; where a clear case of 
grave misconduct such as this had been made out, it would be wrong to 
nce he woe pan tection: oman after ge ag oor ogy shy ro 

ession crippled in means by his suspension, an ore, less able 
or likely to ea a fresh start. 

Manisry and Watxrm Wriu1as, J., concurred.— Zimes. 


(Before Potzock, B., and Hawxurss, J.) 
Feb.-15.-—In the Matter of T. V. Favell, a Solicitor. 


This was an application on the Pa of the Incorporated Law Society to 
strike a solicitor named Thomas Vickers Favell, of Rotherham, off the 
roll. The ground of the application was that he had received a large sum 
of money from a client which he had not repaid to him. It . eo 
from the affidavits, and also from a letter of the solicitor (who not 
ers agate Nina he hed bern spor Sa 

le st him, that he C) ce 

1850, cok Gal te sang years he had been concerned for a retired trades- 
man named Shirt, and had invested sums of money from him. At the 
end of 1881 there were negotiations as to the investment of £2,200 for 
Shirt on mortgage, and on the 5th of January, 1882, the solicitor received 
that sum, and gave his client, Shirt, a receipt for it. Something occurred 
to prevent the m e transaction from g effect, but the solicitor 
over two sums of £600 and £400, making up £1,000, still leaving 

1,200, which he was not then in a on to pay, and for which he gave 
& receipt for payment on the 15th of July, 1882. He was then, however 


the hope that he t be able to replace it. The society could see no 
excuse for it, and felt that it would not be fair to others if they did not 
take this proceeding. 

Potxock, B., said it was no doubt a painful case, and one which it was 
impossible to a without very oe concern, The case was, 

too frequent— case of a solicitor havin 

received a yoy em = of any from a Rage as the by sig would 
suppose with the honest intention of applying it to the purpose for w! 
it was received. But he having mingled it with yr money, and 
fallen into difficulties, became unable to y it. That was the case, 
and, unfortunately, as he had already said, it was of a kind which had 
come before the court recently on several occasions, and the court had 
come to the conclusion that the sort of excuse set up could not be allowed 
to have any force when the nature of the relation between a solicitor and 
his client was considered. The case was one of a specific sum of money 
given to the solicitor for a specific purpose, and which, therefore, accord- 
ing to all proper business habits, ought to have been kept separate.and 
specifically appropriated to the particular purpose for which it was 
received and not mixed up with the solicitor’s own moneys, the result of 
which was that it was ul tely lost. Under these circumstances, with 
very great regret, but not with any doubt, the court had come to the con- 
clusion that it was their duty to order the solicitor to be struck off the roll. 

Hawe1s, J., concurred. 

Ordered accordingly.— Zimes. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. ABRAHAM HAYWARD, Q.C. 


Mr. Abraham Hayward, Q.C., died at 8, St. James’-strect, on the 2nd 
ult., in his eighty-second year. Mr. Ha was theson of Mr. Joseph 
Hayward, of Lyme Regis, and was born in 1802. He was educated at 
Tiverton Grammar School, and after pooling, for several years as a 
_— leader, he wascalled to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity 
‘erm, 1832. He formerly practised on the Western Circuit, and in 1845 
he received a silk gown from Lord Lyndhurst. Mr. Hayward was the 
founder, and was for several years the editor, of the Law Magazine, and 
he had for nearly forty years devoted himself entirely to li work. 
He published the <t helalpounaes of Mrs. Piozzi,’’ and the “ D of a 
Lady of Quality,’’ and also a very translation of ‘‘ Faust.” He 
was one of the chief writers for the Morning Chronicle, when that journal 
was the 0: of the Peelite party, and he was subsequently connected 
with the ZJimes. He was a constant contributor to the Quarterly and 
Edinburgh, and his reviews had been re-published in several volumes of 
essays. He was very highly esteemed for his social qualities, especially 
as a narrator of anecdotes, and he was a most acoumaplich 
Mr: Hayward was a bachelor. 





MR, THOMAS CHENERY. 

, barrister, died at his chambers, 16, Sergeants’ - 
inn, Fleet-street, on the 11th ult, Mr. Chenery was born in Barbadoes 
in 1826. He was educated at Eton and at Caius College, Cam 
He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in eS 1859, but he 
had devoted most of his life to literary work to Oriental studies. 


Mr. Thomas Chen 


During the Crimean War he was the of the Times at 
Constantinople, and he held for years the of secretary. to the 
Asiatic Society. In 1868 he was appointed by the late Bishop 

of Arabic in the 


Old Testament. 


MR. I. H. TYAS. 
Mr. Isaac Henry Tyas, solicitor, of 15, King-street, Cheapside, died at 
his residence, 89, oom ya Eccleston-square, on the Ist ult., in 
the eighty-eighth year of Mr. _ was admitted a solicitor so 


far back as 1825, and contin’ to until the time of his death. 
with his brother, Mr. Richard 





not in a 
he presented a 


on to pay, and the solicitor of his client threatening to pro- 
nd creditors, petition | Messrs. Tyas. 
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‘nd died in the year 1876. Smce Mr. Richard Tyas’ retirement the busi- 
ness has-been carried on under the style of I. H. Tyas & Huntingdon. In 
1869 Mr. I. H. Tyas and his then partners removed their offices into the 
City. Mr. I. H. Tyas was the son of-the late Mr. Simon Tyas, a proctor, 
of York, and was born in that city on the 20th of April, 1796. He was, 
until latterly, a very active and honoured member of his profession, and a 
well-known figure at the Law Club, which he used most regularly te 
frequent, and where he was well known and appreciated by the older mem- 
bers of that institution. He was buried at the Lower Norwood Cemetery 
on the 6th ult., and amongst others who attended his funeral to offer 
their last marks of to his memory (in addition to his relatives 
and surviving partner) were his old legal friends, Mr. Willoughb 

Rackham, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Mr. Charles Graham, of Lincoln’s- 
inn; and “Mr. Arthur James Lewis, of Regent-street. Mr. Tyas was a 





MR, JOSEPH PARROTT. 


Mr. Joseph Parrott, solicitor, died at St. Leonards, on the 22nd ult., 
after a long illness. Mr. Parrott was born in 1818. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1845, and he had practised for nearly forty years at Aylesbury, 
being associated in partnership with Mr. Thomas Parrott. Mr. Parrott 
held several important appointments, having been for a very long time 
coroner for the Aylesbury District of Buckinghamshire, clerk to the Ayles- 
yi Ken maag of Guardians, Assessment Committee, and Rural. Sanitary 
Authority, and superintendent registrar for the district. He had also 
several times filled the office of under-sheriff of Buckinghamshire. His 
firm has a very extensive business. 


MR. ROBERT JENNINGS CROSSE. 


Mr. Robert Jennings Crosse, solicitor, of Southmolton and Barnstaple, 
committed suicide at the former place on the 20th ult. His health 
long been impaired, and he was, at the time of his death, in a state of 
tem insanity. This sad event has caused the greatest sorrow at 
Sou ton, where the deceased was universally respected. He was 
born m 1816. He was admitted a solicitor in 1840, and he had resided and 

ised at Southmolton for about forty years, having also an office at 

le. He was associated in partnership with his son-in-law, Mr. 

Frederick Day, who is registrar of the Southmolton County Court. Mr. 

Crosse had been for several years clerk to the Lieutenancy for Devon- 

shire, and clerk to the borough and county magistrates at Southmolton, 

and he had a very extensive private practice. He was a widower, and he 
leaves a large family. 


a 











LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Ricnarp Harris, solicitor, of Wells, has been To 
Secretary to the Bishop of Bath and Wells, Chapter Clerk of Wells 
Cathedral, and Régistrar of the Archdeaconries of Wells and Bath. Mr. 
Harris was admitted a solicitor in 1866. All the above offices were held 
by his partner, the late Mr. Charles William Garrod. 


Mr. Joun Epwarp Covrrenay Boprey, barrister, who has been ap- 
to the Royal Commission on the Housing of the Work- 
Classes, is a graduate of Balliol College, Oxford. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner —_ in Trinity Term, 1874, and he is a member of the 
Oxford Circuit. He is private secretary to Sir Charles Dilke. 
Mr. James Ovurr Gairrirs, Q.C., recorder of Reading, has been ap- 
pointed a Magistrate for the Borough of High Wycombe. 
Mr. Epwarv Joun Payne, barrister, recorder of High Wycombe, has 
been appointed Magistrate for that borough. 
Mr. Jou» Corton, solicitor, of 62, St. Martin’s-le-Grand, has been 
—- Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 


Mr. Ronerr Parrex Apams, Solicitor-General for the colony of Tas- 
mania, has been appointed Chancellor of the Diocese of Tasmania. Mr. 


Adams was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1854. 


Mr. Fraxcis Law Larnam, batrister, of Bombay, has been a 
Advocaté-Getieral for the Bombay Presidency, in succession to Mr: John 
deceased. Mr. was formerly a scholar of Brasenose 
Oxford, where he graduated first class “in classics in 1860. He 
‘was to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1864, and he 
formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. Mr. Latham has acted as a 
judge of the High Court at Bombay. 
Mr. Joux Srerurss, solicitor (of the firm of Carlyon & Stephens), of St. 
Austell, has been appointed Clerk to the St. Auste Gighour Boma Mr. 
Stephens was admitted a solicitor in 1872. 


The Right Hon. Sir Rowear Joseru Pumtmonzr, D.O.L., has been 
elected a member of the Institute of France. 


Mr. Farpenticxe Wii1sm Maztrs, solicitor, of Reading, has been 
sppointed « Commissioner to administer Ouths in the Supreme Court of 


Mr. Enwaup Mancuanr Cuattex licitor, bingdon. 
dlected Auditor of the Abingdou Savings Bank.’ santa 





Mr. Waurer Henry Borzase, solicitor and notary -(of thé firm of 
Borlase, Milton, & Borlase), of Penzance, has been appointed by the 
under-sheriff of Cornwall (Mr. -Thomas Bedford Bolitho) to be Under- 
Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Borlase was admitted a 
solicitor in 1876. 


Mr. W. Mzttows, of Peterborough, solicitor, has been appointed a Com. . 


missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. T. Parxer Drxon, solicitor, of 9, Gray’s-inn-square, has been 
— a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
udicature. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


SUPREME COURT (FUNDS) ACT, 1883. 
OrpeERs UNDER THE Supreme Court (Funps, &c.) Act, 1883. 


I, Roundell Earl of Selborne, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain; 
by virtue of the 3rd section of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Funds, 
&c.) Act, 1883, and all other powers enabling me in that behalf, and with 
the concurrence of the Treasury, do hereby direct that all moneys in 
court, or to be hereafter paid into court, in the Queen’s Bench Division of 
the High Court of Justice, and all securities in court placed, or to be 
placed, to the credit of any cause, matter, or account in the said division, 
shall be transferred, or paid, or placed (as the case may be) to the account 
or credit of the Paymaster-General for and on behalf of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature; and that this order shall come into operation im- 
mediately after the 29th day of February, 1884. 

The 15th day of February, 1884. 

(Signed) 


We concur in the above order— 
R. W. Durr. 


(Signed) 
Hersert J. Guapstons. 
Lords Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury. 


a 


I, Roundell Earl of Selborne, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, 
by virtue of the 3rd section of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Funds, 
&c.) Act, 1883, and all other powers enabling me in that behalf, and with 
the concurrence of the Treasury, do hereby direct that all moneys in 
court, or to be hereafter paid into court, in the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division of the High Court of Justice, and all securities in 
court placed, or a oe eee to the credit of any cause, matter, or 
account in the said ion shall be transferred, or paid, or placed (as the 
case —— to the account or credit of the Paymaster-General for and 
on behalf of the Supreme Court of Judicature ; and that this order shall 
come into operation immediately after the *Sicned) February, 1884 


Sziyorng, C. 
We concur in the above order— 
R. W. Durr. 


(Signed) 
Herszrt J. GLADSTONE. 
Lords Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury. 


Szizorneg, C. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF: LORDS. 
Feb. 21.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Parivar’ Buis.—Highgate Archway Com; ; Imperial Continental 
Association ; Lon yond Bt. Katharine’s Dock ; Newry Ne ion ; 
Nevigeton” Improvement; Scottish Provident Institution; and Trent 
a 4 


Bills in Committee. 
a Diseases (Animals) Act, 1878, Amendment (passed through 
Committee). 
Contagious Diseases (Animals) Bill (also passed through Committee). 


Bill Read a Third Time: 
Bankruptcy Appeal, (County Courts). 


-Feb. 22.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Purvare Btiis.—Maryport District and Harbour ; West Cheshire Water 
Weston-super-Mare Grand Pier; Walker and Wallsend Gas; Boult’s 
Patent ; Bradbury and Lomax’s Patent ; Clacton-on-Sea Special Drain- 


age District a 
eb. 25.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Marriages Legalization (Stopsley, Beds). 
Bill in. Committee. 
Law of Evidence Amendment (passed through Committee), 


Parvare Brits. Tit or Pile pike Ment tee, and East and 
West Junction Railway ; Torpoint and District Watet uh 
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Bilis in Committee. 


Marriages Legalization (Stopsley, Bedfordshire) (passed through Com- 
ee Estate (passed through Committee). 


- Bill Read a Third Time. 
Contagious Diseases (Animals). 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Feb. 21.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Parvatz Brits.—Bute Docks (Cardiff) Water Supply; Ennerdale Rail- 


way ; Southampton 
Valuation (Me 


Cemetery. 
etropolis) Amendment, 


Feb. 22.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Parvate Brit.—Croydon Central Station and ‘Railway. 


Summary Jurisdiction. 


Feb. 25.--Bills Read a Second Time. 
Parvate Briis.—Bexhill Water and Gas ; Cleveland Extension Mineral 


Railway ; 
South- E 





Dean Central Railwa 
wark and Vauxhall 


East London Railway; East of "London, 
astern Junction Railway ; Great Northern Railwa: 


vern 


; South-Eastern Railway (Various 
ater; Taff Vale Railway. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 


y - 
chester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway (Chester to apery ‘ Quay) ; 
Midland Railway ; North- Eastern Railway ; 


and 
; Great West- 


oe Forest of 
‘owers) ; South- 


_ Bora or RecistRaRs IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Co Mr. Justice 
Date. a V. 0. Bacom. wor 
3 Mr. Ward Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer 
4 Pemberton Cobby T 
5 Ward Jackson Farrer 
6 Pemberton Cobby Teesdale 
eeepecveccececcoes 2 Ward Jackson Farrer 
Voccocveceeeegescs 8 Pemberton Cobby Teesdale 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Currrr. Norra. Pearson. 
Monday, Maroh..ccrcseee 3 Mr. Clowes Mr. Carrington Mr, K: 
Tueadey vevsvecessosesss 4 Koe Lavie Mervale 
Veccocccececece § Clowes Carrington Kin 
Theredeg eccccecccccece 6 Koe Lavie M ) 
Briday cccsvescsccccccccs 72 Clowes Carrington Kin, 
Se Vecccccccsccecees 8 Koe Lavie Merivale 
COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
JOINT Brom, CoMPANIES. 


on or before March 24, to send ao 


ANY, LIMITED. —Creditars 
and addresses, and the pardloulars 


of their debts or claims, to Mr. Charles Lee Nich 1, Queen Victoria-street. 
April 3 at 1 is appointed for hearing and adjudi a eating 


claims 


Crvin vy My AND GENERAL STORE, Limrrep. 
to be heard before ye aa 
rhe for — petitioners 


sented Feb 
Seachesed 


g 


ENGLISH AND FOREIGN ea, Conse 


awetigion foe 


soereited Sey 21. Gaasted to be heard before Chi Jey 


Nox 


dated Feb 8, it was qrtered, thes 


pow, aa solicitor for the 


i 


petitioner 
ANY, LIMITED.—. 


@ 
Feb 14, directed to be eta tenet 


ABERYSTWITH PIER 
Seted Feo 3 it was 
tinued. 


Company, Lrurrep.—B 

Sand Barber" Astin i ak 

‘atomic a AND Fo-81en. 

iFeb 90, directed to 10 be homed 
Ironmonger 


ld and Co, 


CE witecinctiee Outre tein Prmen. 
dated Commune, Ligrrap —By on order made by Pearson “4 


ge 


16, it 
George st, tah, L.. 


petitioners in 


ot, Cornhill, solicitors for 
om Coser, og pn gad Be 9-3 
t the company be 


dy iat thee 


lane, 


upon the debts and 


arty By 
LuarTep.—Petition for win 
i. “MoDisemid 


Dae 


serrande Kay 3 


for winding 


Royal 


up, pre- 
learys and 


» presented 
on Mar 1 


Fc oumpra 22.) 


Pearson, J., 


fo Bae of cee Se 
eollcitors for the petitioner 


.—Petition for 
Pearson, J., on 


tors for the peti- 


CHARLES DRAKE AND ANY, LIMITED.— winding 
Fob #1, directed to be head Dofore Kay, Ju at the Rayal Courts, Strand, on | GRURGR, 
on or before 





: Steele, College hill, solicitors for 
Consois Loarep.—Creditors 
~ Bayx, tors are req 


BAF pana ans} 
- solscaes of tee ate or 
sre oe 


21, to send 
claims, 


4, at 11, is appointed for hear- 


"official aquldator at 1, at his cham- 


to ofertas 





il 
5 
i 
: 


— eps 
rey 


C., of 
nae, Si ee SP is wes codesed, te Sate 
MarnoroLiTan (BrUsH) ELECTRIC ae Fowss Comp, Logren.— 
on Mar7. Linklater Walbrook, solicitors tor eee ae 
PatzENT BRICK AND Company, LIMITED.— Ey Se I 
dated Feb 15, appointed Edward Hart, jun, 14, Moorgate 


Raiuway Pamernx AND AND PUBLISHING CoMPANY, LimrTED.—By an qlee meh 
dated Feb 16, it was ordered that the 


Chitty, ound 
— EY Cameron, Gresham H pase, Old Broad et solicitar fee the neti ay Roby = 
v (Gazette, Feb. 26.) 
AYS COMPANY.—Petition for ’ 


AND IsLEWORTH TRAMW. 
ay Mprosented Heb 16, iain , on March 1. 
» (Gazette, Feb. 22.) 


COMMERCIAL AND LEGAL STATIONERY at Company — iy on entee sade by Chitty. 
J., dnted Feb 16, it was ordered tha be wound up. Blachford 
and Co, Abchurch lane, solicitors for the pe A 


L Gazette, Feb. 26.) 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
NLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 








‘ore March 1, an: thereof m 
etitioners, or their solicitors. Hodge and 


on or 
the 


(Gazette, Feb, 22.) 
Ri v Socretres Drsso.vep. 
PRINCE OF ay le — pm ah FEMALE 5, Eaton — 


SourH HILL FRIENDLY Teyhounds Tan, Partington, Chester. Feb 2 Feb 21 
[Gasette, Feb. 22.1 


TeyssernegED LD K1nG WILLIAM LODGE oF LOYAL ORANGEMEN FRIENDLY SocrgETyY, 
Hare and Hounds Inn, . a | Fold, Rawtensall, Lancaster. Feb 22 


[ Gazette, Feb. 26.) 


LOYAL Bongmmary, Cas 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 
CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Ogarent. Jonn, Low Common Ossett, York, Rag Merchant. Mar 21. 


wther, Chitty, J. H Wakefield ety 
Mins, Taocas Kin nford, Coal Master. Mar 20. Mills v Mills 
Necnn youn, Blyth, Northamberland. Mar 13. Butcher v Nelson, Bacon, V.C 


STEVENS, as, Vee, Wasa. Mar 22. Timbrell vy Stevens 
Chitty, J. “‘Timbrell, King William st [ Feb. 22.) 


Ayeus JouN, Mosey, tat Rerm, Worcester, Gent. Mar 25. Parker v 
Chitty, J. 
Beodtord,’ York. “iar 35. Brg TARE a 


Bradf 
HsBmith, Kay J. Croft, Mildiaay obbrs, Union ct. (Broad abc acne 
Hiway, Suissorim, Ampenil oq ay Ghbrs, Huntly v Smiles, Chitty, J. Part- 
rine, South aq, Gray's nn ple Lee v Jones, Pearson, J. Thompson, 
FE oy Leverton , Lincoln, Farmer. Mar %. Thimbleby v 
agg aigane Waren Bath, ‘Accountant. Mar 24. Miller v Miller, Chitty, 


Wetman Avsraatian Company, Leadenhall st. June 16, gr mpeg 
Kay, w, Surrey st, Strand Feb. 26.) 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
ne sngon aie OF ae 


BARNES, AMELIA, Bath. Feb 29. 

Baer Parsens ere Wt cit ugmberatn, Pinshary Mar 2. 

Be’ ‘Lawis Knronr, St Nicholas, Glamorgan, Esq. Mar 9%. Morris and Son, 

CaRTHEW, GEORGE ALFRED, East Dereham, Norfolk, Gent. Mar 31. Carthew 
oie Ciching Bast Essex. Mar 3i. Tattonand Son, Lower 

citimare Diag. ene Common, Surrey, Yeoman. Mar 10. White, 

1L12aM SELDON, Barnstaple, Devon, Innkeeper. Feb 28. Harding and 


D ELimaBetTu, Worcester. Mar 10. Hughes, Worcester 
°°: | Ganphen, JoEnN, Lf beck, By En Peter, Cambridge, Newspaper Proprietor. Mar 


= ost Hon. Paaxcrs of Hertford, Aloester, Warwick, 
Go.Linoain's an al York, Gent. Mar10. Tyas and 

steweustloupmtyie ovnn ns eee te Printer. Mar 15. Gibson and Co, 
— YY, Oxford st, Cigar Importer. Mar 25. Chapman, Pancras 
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= 


, JOHN, Liverpool, Gent. = 19. Cleaver and Co, Li 
EWELL, Fulham pl, Paddington, Gent. "Apri. Warburton 
and De Paula. West st, Finsbury circus 
Locxwoop. Joun, Kirkheaton, York. Mars. Learoyd and Piercy, Huddersfield 
MARDALL, Francis, Brighton, Major General H.M. Army. Mar 10. Bennett and 
Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
“MInreaTE, irchington, Kent. Mar 8. nog and Co, M: te 
NETHWAY. JOHN, Cardiff, Publican. Mari. Smith, Weston super 
NEWBOLD, SAMUEL, Tamworth, Gent. Mari5. Argyle and Sons, Tamworth 
Opams, — » Minworth Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Mar 3i. Blewitt, Bir- 


Purpy, Warrax, Gey Cross, Derby, Saddler. Maré, Bunting, Chesterfiel 
BANNERMAN, by ~~ re rd, South a ger Major 

—_— sand Blake, Crewkern 

Sparks and — Crewkerne 
Carlisle. Feb 26. Hewetson, Mary ryport 
Tuomas, Hetley rd, Uxbridge rd, Veterinary Surgeon. Mar 
a. Caan Pancras lane 
Siren, JA85, Dalton in Furness, Lancaster, Farmer. Mari. Tyson, Dalton 
Watts and 


sims, 6 anoncx Henry, Mirfield, York, Hotel Proprietor. Mar 1. 
ley 

TAYLOR, JOSEPH, Pilkington, Lancaster, Preserve Manufacturer. Mar 7, Ander- 
ton and Donnelly, Bury a 

TOWLERTON, THOMAS, Flanshaw in > jaan tee nr Wakefield, York, Gent. Mar 
8. Harrison and Beaumont, Wakefiel 

TREDWELL. ANNE, Lower Norwood. Mar 25. Cooper and Walker, Birchin lane 

a? yo 5 Sennen, » Wandsworth, Gent. Apr 7. French, 


Virmerise Da Suen Old Ford, Gent. Mar 22. Birchall and Co, Mark lane 
——— HANNAH, tton Lunatic Asylum, Warwick, Mar 14. Hemner and 


Co, Liverpool 
‘Woop, Joux, Harborne, Stafford, Gent. Apri5, Edmondson, Manchester 
[ Gazette, Feb. 12.] 


Asmazam, f Sopnta, Gravesend. Maré. Myer, New Bridge st 
= 3 neem JouN, Peckham Rye, Ships’ Ironmonger, Mar 81, 


Dartford 
BENTLEY, J ON, oe. Horsedealcr. Mar 25. Branson and Co, Sheffield 
WiitiaM, Wardour st, Leicester sq, Refreshment House Keeper. Mar 31. 
Seale and Smith, Lincoln’s inn fie! 
, SAMUZr, Halifax, york Worsted Spinner. Apri5. Chambers and 
Chambers, Brighouse 


tT wee GEORGE Purirs. Grosvenor pl, Lieut Col. Apr4. Har- 
rison and Milne, K 
sate ae , Birkenhead, Licensed Victualler. Mar38i. Husband, 


ey Zeavenace, Little Linford, Buckingham. Mar 28, Johnson and 


Buxwerr, ( estbourne pk rd. Apri5, Bannister, John st, Bedford row 
Francis ELIZABETH, Addison terrace, Notting Hill. ‘Apr 2. Dixon, 


— 's inn sq 
* hrcmmmioten, nr Kirby Moorside, York, Farmer. Mar 831, 

r’ 
Bones ~_ Sussex, Grocer. Apri9. Knapp, Marylebone 


se WALTER 
Crort, SAMUEL, Gledhow Hall, nr Leeds, Esq. Mayi. North and Sons, Leeds 


DeEaTH, cK, Golder’s mn, Hendon, E Apr 2%. Young and Co. 
4 green, » 28q. Pp 9 


Drxoyw, Joun, Garston, Lancaster, Stevedore. Mar10. Husband, Widnes 
Doveras, W141, Saffron Walden, Essex, Builder. Mar 25. Collin, Saffron 


Peyer, Wi11AM, Dewsbury, York, Gent. Mar 22. Chadwick and Sons, Dews- 


HacginG, RicHarD, Blackburn, aay Master. Mar 16. Costeker, Over Darwen 
HARGRAVE, Tames, Harrogate, York, Esq. Mayi. North and Sons, Leeds 
Hawac, J EREMIAH, Corse, Gloucester, Farmer. Mar 25. Masefield and Sons, 


nee at | on yuma on Stour, Worcester. Mar 25. Elwes and Sharpe, 

, Brixton Rise, Gent. Mar 28. Layton and Co, Budge row, 

— Sevan, Wincle, Chester, Farmer. Apr9. Barclay and Co, Macoles- 
soutAx, Bes BeEnJAMIn Drew, St Austell, Cornwall, Coal Merchant. Mar13, Coode 
Lacy, Wammas. Nottingham. Mar 12. Lacy, Not 


tin 
TLLIAM, Huddersfield, Gent. Mar 31. otdingham and Plews, Wakefield 
Luxrox, Jonx, Brushford, Devon, Gent. Mar 2%. Fulford and Son, North 


Maistre, Sonus La, West Derby, nr Liverpool, Gent. Apri. Field and Weight- 
man, 
MATHEW, —, Tudor rd, Upper Norwood, Esq. Apri9. Courtenay and Co, 
May, Wi1114M, Upwell, Norfolk, Farmer. Mar 2i. Webber, Loew 
po merge Farnham, Surrey. Mar 25. Knight and Ward, F: 
Mozoax, FRasces ANNE, Antill rd, Mile End. Mar 28. gone out Co, Budge 
Nicon, Hon. Geomes Wit11sm, South Lambeth rd. Mar 28. Layton and Co, 
Budge row, Cannon st 
os Wri, a Kent, Farmer. Apri. Kingsford and Co, Canter- 
P. Rev Joun, Landrake, Cornwall, Clerk in Holy Orders. Mar 8. Eyles, 


Wi rd, Paddington 
Pup, Southville, Wandsworth rd,Gent. Apri9. Court- 


enay and Co, Gracechurch st 
Roperts, THomaS ARcHIBALD, Gordon sq, Barrister at Law. Mar 31. 
Helder and Roberts, Verulam bldgs, Phy "s = 
Rowlinson, mp Gate Apr 5. Lal Wie o Manchester 
Scorr, Rev Rosert Hr x, Wo Rectory, Nerk 

Orders. Mar 21. Vincent, Bd od = od 
SHERRATT, JOHN, SS. 


Stafford, Seedsman, Mar 29 
i, Maas, Bar ton next Gravesend. Apr 20. 
nto py Hyde pk. Mari4. Peacock and 
3 ES New Kent rd. r2. Edwin, Blackman st, Southwark 
Towner, xs . Brownedge, nr Preston. Siacens teases Gent. Mar 3i. Wilding and 
, Nitowbra Gronce, Teigh, Rutland, Farmer. Mar 2, Latham and New, Melton 


ee Apr 1. Watney and Co, Clement’s lane 
pe arr, iron St John’s pk, Upper Holloway. Mar 25. Shoppee, 


Youne, lon Sheffield, Licensed Victualier. Gee, Sheffield 
[ Gazette, Feb. 15.) 


Bazerrr, Manx Reep, Truro, Cornwall. Mar 31, Wild and Co, Ironmonger 
BuskuAED?, WILLIAM, Hoxton st, Baker. Mar 21, Young and Sons, Mark lane 


Bewley, Gravesend 0 sq, 





Oyen, RICHARD PirEer, Torquay, Gent, Apr 30, Eisdell, Jermyn st, 8 St, 
Cocxsnott, Henry, Leeds, Innkeeper. Mar15. Scott, Leeds 
CooxKsEY, m RICHARD, Edgbaston, Warwick, J. P. Mar 25. Beale and Co, 


CROUCHLEY, JOHN Marrow, Leeds, Chemical Manufacturer. Mar 15. Jones, 
Dauncey, THOMAS, woolen under Edge, Gloucester, Tea Dealer, Mar 1, 
Thacker and Cull, Che 
rh WILLIAM, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. Mari5. Beale and Co, Birming. 
YLE, CHARLOTTE, Cheltenham. Apr 5. Winterbotham and Co, Cheltenham 
Bouse, sam Albion rd, Stoke Newington, Jeweller. Mar 19. Baker and 
e, 
Hany. Gaones. E, Rochester, Kent, Esq. Apr 28, Arnold and Co, Carey st, Lin. 
coln’s inn 
Tomas, Dearnley, nr Rochdale, Oil Manufacturer. Mar 15. Worth, 
le : 
N. RicHaRD, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Gent. Mar 25. Edwards and 
rye, ESUUED, , Walton, nr Liverpool, Blacksmith. Mar 25, White and Co, 
SEY, ROB » We, Wire Blind Manufacturer. Apri. Lewin 
and Co, Southampton st, 
HamMonpbs. WILLIAM THOMAS 
ween, Mar 14. Tippetts and Son, Maiden lane, 
HEATHOOTE, WIttiaM CHARLES, St James's st, Piccadilly, Esq. Mari5. Wilde 
HoxLoway, Francis, Marchwood Park, Southampton, Esq. 
Moberley, outa ton 
CHARLES Dyson, York 
eats, Ghats Mar 22. and Son, Selby 
LIPMAN, Mar 29. Sutton and Elliott. Manchester 


FRANELI 

Gough, Birmingham 
HALsEY, ROBERT, Trowbelies 

rDistol, EB sq. Mar25. Hammonds, Bristol 

Hawkins, Saku, Corse, Gloucester. 

and Co, Co! hill 

lege Apri4. Green and 
HOPKINSON APOLEON, yok. » Gent. Apr 
: 1 Mar 31 Hiole and ary Tiverton 
Bantoft 
MICHAEL, ry 

MACKINDER, CHARLES, Louth, Yanee: Steam Cultivator. Apr 25. Hyde and 





Brown, Louth 

MERRICK, JOSIAH, Whalley Range, nr Manchester, Gent. Apr 14. Wood and 
Williamson, Manchester 

Meas. 5 eae Albert rd, Regent’s.pk, Furrier. Apri4. Beard and 


NICHOLLS, Bay Bt Hay, Brecon. Mar 3i. Page, Hay 

5 ae Yardley, ‘Worcester, Wool Broker.’ Mar 25. Beale and Co, 

PEARSON, an Buglawton Hall.Chester. Mar 31. Mair and Co, Macclesfield 
KIS, ALFRED, Portsea, Gent. Mar10. Besant and Wills, Portsea 

iheom, 2 ALEXANDER. . Gent. Mar22. Youngand Son, Mark bi lane 

ee Tuomas HENRY, Ramsgate, Gent. Apri. Hallowes and Co, Bedford 


RHODES, Joun. Hazel Grove, Chester, Gent. Apri. Welsh and Son, Manchester 
ROBERTS, Northleach, Gloucestershire, Licensed Vic er, Apr 30, 
Ward and Co, Northleach 
USSELL, SAMUEL, Waldron, Sussex, Yeoman, Mar 25. Sprott, Mayfield 
one, eee Parcs, P Pocklington, York, Wellsinker. Marsi. Powell and Sargent, 
SMITH, Biagton Hayton, York, Farmer. Mar 31, Powell and Sargent, Pock- 
Smirn, Wi11am Isaac Brappury, Langley, nr Macclesfield, Smallware Manu- 
facturer. Mar 3i. Hand, 
STocks, AMUEL, Almondbury, York, Brewer. Mar4; Craven and Sunderland, 
Huddersfield. 
, Rev EDWARD, Olanpes st, Piccadilly, Clerk in Holy Orders. Mar 2%, 
Emmet and Co, 
bb oneng 
Woo ILLIAM, Walsall, Stafford, Bit Maker. Feb 27. Harrison, 20, Victor 
[ Gazette, Feb. 19,] 





The directors of the Commercial Union Assurance Omone have re- 
solved to recommend to the shareholders to pay a dividend of ten per cent. 
fee of income tax on the paid-up capital of the company, making, with 
the interim dividend paid in September last, fifteen per cent for the year, 
and that £25,714 0s. 5d., the eater of profit and loss account, be carried 
forward to 1884 account. 


On Tuesday, at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, the freehold 

s, 57and 58, Threadneedle-street, were sold by Messrs. Debenham, 

‘ewson, Farmer, & Bridgewater, for £50,000. The property covers an 

area of 2,623 superficial feet, and is let at a ground-rent of £1,000 per 
annum, with reversion to the rack-rents in about thirty-four years, 








Be age * OF ENSUING WEEK. 


, Miner, & Co., at the Mart, Reversions, &c, (see 


Maz. ¢ 
at  tement, Fo ae 28, p. 3), 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 
CASSERLEY.—Feb. Pte ogee ot Brownswood-road, Fi 


cook Feb. at at th 28, at Souths field House, sofa con, sti i, the wite of 8. W. 
og e 


the wife of Chas. H. 
wae sa law, of 8.300 avenscourbpark, W the wife of George 
—_ ” 
D. Freeman. solicitor, of a daughter. 
Hastiar—ve ~ .—Feb, 8, at Wesbuiden the wife of J, Walker Hartley, barrister-at- 
Ww, 
Monaan,Jon- 29, the wife of William Carey Morgan, solicitor, Calcutta, of @ 


daughter. 
8 —Feb. 20, 
og mae ot 2, Howten-grove, Bedford-park, the wife of T, A, Spald- 


g, 
CorraM—Moonez. oe a at 5 SRR » 
Thonias Piedsetsk Coton, eliches, Novieabars: 


Bloomsb 
Birmingham, Metal Dealer. Mar 2%. Beale and Co, Birming-* 
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a 26, at the S 


mel Lewy, of Liv TAveRDOO, solicitor, to Therese, rae of Abraham Lyons, 
ap —W ARD. nic ST 20, at St. ‘Bride’s, Stesttere, Hous 


‘MILNE solicitor, Man- 
chester, Marv! Elien, daughter of Francis Viewds of old ord. 

1.—Feb. 18, at the British Eabeey. , Paris, William Howard 

Russell, LL.D. E. bessistorat- law, to Antoinette Sm os Alexandrine Pie 

Malvezzi, daughter of Count and — Alexandre Malvezzi. 


Prince’s-road, Liverpool, Philip 


.—Feb. a at 111, Belgrave me 8.W., John gate Marsden, solici- 


tor, of 30, Great ‘ames-street, Bedford-row, W. C., aged 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts, 
Frmay, Feb. 22, 1 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must Segond th their ae pecets of ) ag to the Registrar. 
r 
sig, Nabe ly Stoke Newington rd, Stoke Newington, out of business. Pet Feb 


= Bro Mar 4 at 12 
an Bo a, Threadneedle st, Manager. Pet Feb18. Pepys. Mar5 at 
Pepys. 


2 
: William Aikman, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitor. Pet Jan 81. 


Mar 5 at 12 
THE BANKRUPTCY act, 1888, 
Fray, Feb, 22, 1884. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Gocnge, Bs Suapece, Glamorganshire, Oyclist. Swansea. Pet Feb 20. Ord 
ST 20 


Mar 
Joseph, ; Droylsden, 1 Lancashire, Joiner. Ashton under Lyne. Pet Feb 7. 


Bates, 
Ord Feb 18. 
dge, William, Upton on Severn, Worcestershire, Butcher. Worcester. 

Phd wes 19. Ord Feb 19. Exam Mar 4 at 2.30 

and Joseph Silverwood, Hedéersield. Wesllen Manufacturers. 

Bove craficld, “Pot Feen), Ord Feb 19. Exam at 1 

Broom, Henry Charles, Groves, Kent, Tea Dealer. Yich Court. Pet Jan 28. 
Ord Feb 19. Exam Mar 19 at 

"Binh Mari Bolton, Ee tates, Joiner. Bolton. Pet Feb 20. Ord Feb 20. 

il 


Sonn ne, Whitechapel, Liverpool, Milliner. Liverpool. 
exam Feb 28 at 12.30 
Walsall. Pet Feb 16, Ord Feb 18. 


er jose h, Bow or Wagents Clothier. High Court. Pet Feb19. Ord 
ooo 19. oseph, Bow 


Cornwell, Julius athe “Leytonstone, Essex, Oilman. High Court. Pet Feb 
%. Ord Feb 20, Exam Mar 19 at 
ae Dovid, Aston, Birmingham, Builder. Birmingham. Pet Feb 18. Ord Feb 


Mar 18. 
Dennison, Thomas, Bradford, Manufacturer. Bradford. Pet Feb 14. Ord Feb 
8, Exam Mar 4 at 11 
Earp, William, Wolverhampton, Seeene, Farmer. Wolverhampton. Pet 
Feb 18, Ord Feb 18 18. Exam Mars 
, John Sanderson, Pendisburs, - Manchester, Plumber. Salford. Pez 
Ord Feb 19, Exam Mar 4 ati 
Ebenezer, Grove rd, Mile end, “Tailor. High Court. Pet Feb 18, Ord Feb 
Hanbury, Frederick. I aay est Kensinotes terr, West Kensington, - oemead 
fien Agpat. High Court. "pet Feb6. Ord Feb 20, Exam Mar 21 at 1 
mat ane, e, Birmingham, Wood Turner. Birmingham. Pet Feb 19. ‘ora Feb 
Boad , Te m, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Scarborough. Pet 
sem nctay Bee _ 


ar 3at3 
or we pemaas See Mulloch petiey Wesnsshentaien, Currier. Dudley. Pet Feb 18. 
'e 
Hoad, J 


Mar 11 at 
ime Je ames Collins, jun, Rye, ieecen, Shipowner. Hastings. Pet Feb 2. Ord 
— William, Norfolk terr, Bayswater, Gilder. High Court. Pet 
David, Carmarth 
Levis, d, 


Ord Feb 19. Exam Mar 14 at 11 
en, Ord Feb 20. 
Mar 18 
sy John, Oldha: 


ss te it Ord Fo 
ps Ng my 


x Edward, , Grocer. 


Chemist. Carmarthen. Pet Feb 20, 


m, Lancashire, Bobbin and Skewer Manufacturer. Oldham. 

Gera ie On Feb ie, Ream Mar 190818. abtuctmaber, ‘Bradford 

Pet Feb 20. Ord Feb 0. Exam Marisati — 
John, Ince, nr Wigan, Innkeeper. Wigan. Pet Feb 19. Ord Feb 19. 


Parker, Fe he Wood ~ oodcock, Kimberley, Nottinghamshire, Grocer. Nottingham 
Bet Heb 18. Ord Feb 19, Exam Mar 18 , 2 ali 
—— ph + eee Brighton, Carver. Brighton. Pet Feb 18. Ord Feb 19, Exam 
3 Ord Feb'9, “Exam Mat rd, Caine ge end Glass Dealer. High Court. Pet Feb 

Pet ct Rebs “Ord Feb a0 bby nr Entiat, Yorkshire, Joiner. Hudders- 
oe eta fe ne iarieagy ner, St 
Feb 19. Haan Mi Mar 13 

“Minebentr ’ Wareh: John cone birahhens Fea Bo ee a Ord Feb 1a. xan 

ec Oe bed ra tenon ar 10 Fancy Draper. Birmingham. Pet 

aye oo hy beers 
Cork Manufacturer. Birmingham. Pet Feb 19. 


boro’ Junction, Boot and Shoe Maker, 
“ Mar 18 at 11 - - igh 


TRST MEETINGS. 
nein! ee Swansea, G ii eee Cyclist. Mar Sat 11, Official Receiver, 


f Abingdon, Berkshire, Auctioneer. Mar7at11. Official Re- 


me Sei mn re, J 
Bates, oiner. Mar ¥ 
Townhall shber Pr =~ 3 at 2. Official Receiver, 
ng Od on Severn, Worcestershire, Butcher, Mar 4 at 3, 





oung, William Amos, Lo’ 
Court. Pet Feb 20. Ord 


Bowes, Ja yy 
ame Le Godlety, Nee ay budieon Huddersfield, Woollen Makers. Mar 3 





The following Amended N: SSP peel 8. lage 


d, Ri Durham, Ironmonger. Feb 29 at 12. Hat and Feather Inn, 
Dara aoe , Bolton, Lancashire, Joiner. Mar5Sat 11. Official Recciver, 16, 
Edward, Walsall, Grocer. Mar3at2. Official Receiver, Bridge st, 


David, Aston, B ham, Builder. Mar 3 at 3. Official Receiver, White- 
Divi mg eh ony 


chbrs, Sclmane row, B: 
Demnipam Thomas, ord, Manufacturer. MarSatii. 12, Piccadilly, Brad- 
A.....§ How , and Frederick Pettipher, Little Iiford, Essex, Builders. Feb 29 


1, bey Otioes, Tiacoin’s inn fields 
Harper, Jane, Bincingham, Wood Turner. Mardat% Luke Jesson Sharp, 


tehall ch chbrs, $e 
tee. George Boddy, Torxington. Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Mar 3 at i2. Official 
7 
Hinton, ¥ > tines Malloch, Dudley, Worcestershire, Currier. Mar 3 at 3. Official 
Hoad, iver "Collins, jun, Rye, Sussex, Shipowner. Mar iatiit. The George 


Hotel, Rye 

Holm : pa William Henry Holmes, and John Holmes, Leeds, Yorkshire, 

—— nufacturers. Feb 29 at 3. ‘Official Receiver, Pack sow , Leeds 

ames, William, Bath, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 29 at 12.30. Olticial Receiver, 

"Bank ae Bristol 
, Titchfield, Hampshire, Farmer. Mar 3 at 10.30. Official 

166, Queen st, Portsea 

Matley,. ert dham, Lancashire, Bobbin Manufacturer. Mar 3at4. Town- 

Ogden, yoke Ince, nr Wigan, Innkeeper. Mar 3atii. County Court bidgs, 


ra John Weneos. —— Rm o -pcpmmtad Grocer. Mar 4 at 2. 
Receiver, Exchange w ottingham 
Parkhurst, Frank, Brighton, Carver. Mar 4 at 3. Official Receiver, 160, North st, 


hton 
pangn Th . Troma | Kent, » Beletne sq, Hampstead, Artist. Feb 29at1. Bankruptcy 
co: inn fie’ 
illiam ia ford Glover, Weston super Mare, Somersetshire, D.M. Feb 
. Railway Hotel, Weston super Mare 
Seaton, Henry Francis, Windsor, Coal Merchant. Mar 4 at 12. Official Receiver, 
109, Victoria st, 8.W. 
Shaw, George Henry, Berry Brow, nr cass Yorkshire, Joiner. Mars 


atil. Law Society, New * Huddersfi 
Sims, Herbert, Nottingham, Grocer. oy 4 at 11. Official Receiver, Exchange 


walks Nottingham 
‘Eowlen ee <b amis Auctioneer. Mar 4 at 12. Official Receiver, 
hange , Not 
sesghange walk, Nowa aketield, Rag Merchant, Mar $ at 2. Official Receiver, 
Southgate chbrs, Sou te, Wak 
Suffield, John, om, Se John uitiel jun, sand fas Oliver Suffield, Birmtnghom, 
Manchester Warehousemen. Mar 5 Luke Jesson Sharp, Whiteha!l 
chbrs, Colmore row, 
Sufiield, — Mosele: orcestershire, Fancy Draper. Mar 5 at3. Luke 
Jesson ch Colmore row, 
Woodward J: Birmingham, Cork Maker. Mar3atii. Luke Jesson Sharp, 
Whitehall chbrs, Colmore row, Birmingham 
daftordshire, Look 
ia Seay, | Wetengas,® Staffordshire Mannfacturer. Wolverhamp- 
Pe 26. 
Biddle, Jam: ames, Ratby, Leicestershire, Beerhouse Keeper. Leicester. Pet Feb 5. 


eS » Py Sittingbourne, Kent, Draper. Rochester. Pet Feb 4. Ord 
e 
Oncaea. Sx ulius George, Leytonstone, Essex, Oilman. High Court. Pet Feb 20, 


Cross, oe New Headington, Oxfordshire, Baker, Oxford. Pet Feb 12. 
Ord Fe 
m, Thomas, Bradford, Yorkshire, Manufacturer. Bradford. Pet Feb 14. 


Ord Feb 18 
Jota vale a 
Gadd, Mary Ma aaa, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Birmingham. Pet Jan 
Sond a Charles, Butterwick, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet Jan 23. 
a Grant, Samet, Broughton, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Gt Grimsby. Pet Feb 2. Ord 
~~ Ebenezer, Grove rd, Mile End, Tailor. High Court. Pet Feb 18. Ord 
, Brockworth, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Gloucester. Pet Feb 7. 


Thomas 
Sn Fe, 19 
arper, Jane, Birmingham, Wood Turner. Birmingham. Pet Feb 19. Ord 


Richexé, Detia® eld, Cheshire, Tallow Chandler. Ashton under Lyne. 
'e es 9. Feb 18 

Collins, jun., Rye, Sussex, Ship Owner. Hastings. Pet Feb 2. 

ep in the London 

Skey, Frederick Charles, Weare, in Holy Orders. Wells. 
Pet Jan 30. Ord Feb 15 

Sigppesemn, Walter, Wakefield, Rag Merchant. Wakefield. Pet Feb 19. Ord 

e 
Stone, Hi Birmingham, Letter-press Printer. Birming- 


Hill, Sparkhill, ar 
ham. Pet Feb 6. a Feb is 


Swainston, Ed dlesborough, Yorkshire, Building Contractor. Middles- 
borough. Pet Fe ~ Ord Feb 20 


TUESDAY, ay nll yg 
Recarvia ORDERS. 


ey 
Ord Feb 
The hive Amended Notice is substituted for — 
Gazette of the 


Court. Pet Feb 19, 


Princess 
Ban Ven at fsa Mar 0b 1. at {15 at 34 Lhnook Pe hs: 


William, 
Ord Feb 22. Exam — 


Liverpool. Pet Feb 22. 
Coningham. East India Poplar, house .. High 
Court. Pet Feb 2i. Sod Feb a Exam’ Mar 19 ine Fase 


Dupe, Altred, Dover, Fretteres. Canterbury. Pet Feb& Ord Feb22. Exam 
D ackvorth James H Bury, Lancashire, Woollen Draper. Bolton, Pet 
33. rd Heb 23, Ex wxaun Map fat wal ot 

Sys ye Pe 19 at 11.90 a 
est, Liemaly, Merchant. Carmarthen. Pet Feb 2i. 


Ord bate Exam 3 
tae ee Boe Hertford, Pet 


OR a Ord bert bua 
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Tollington pk, Holloway, Auction 

3} Pot Fe feb 2. Me T Foe es Exam Mar: 21 at 11 at 34, Lincoln's i inn pieh 
aston, Warwickshire, Brick Manufacturer. Dudley. Pet 

oer an Feb 30 20.. Exam Mar 11 at 11 

Gillespie, John, a Soe Belsize park, Hampstead, out of business. 


WwW worth. P 8. Ord Feb 22. Exam Mar 20 
Harrison, Jom ee Spalding, Lincolnshire, Innkeeper. Peterborough. Pet | 
Feb 22 Exam Mar 15 at 2 
| > Wiltiann, Bar st, Hornsey rise, Builder. Sigh Court. Pet Feb 21. 
‘eb 21. Exam Mar 14 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Hinoke Tho ‘w in Furness, Lan Coal Dealer. Barrow in 


Barrro 
Furness. Pet Feb 11, Ord Feb 22. Exam Mar 5 at 11.30 
Holsworth, John, Mells, Wenhastun, Suffolk, Brickmaker. Great Yarmouth. 
Pet Feb 12. Ord Feb 23, Exam Mar 10 at 11 at Townhall, Great Yarmouth 
Jacks, Philip, Leamingtcn, oe Commission Agent. Warwick. Pet 
Feb 23.. Ord Feb 23. Exam Mar 18 
Samuel Thomas, Bedford st, Covent garden, Cigar Merchant. High 
moot. Pet Feb 22. Ord Feb 22. Exam Mar 20 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
ity, Francis, ae eagghit Corn Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Feb 21. Ord Feb 
= Exam Mar 3 at 12 
Meadmore, Henry Charles, New Malden, Surrey, Draper. Kingston. Pet Feb 
wea. Gre ek Feb 19. Exam April 4 
Samuel George, flewton Abbot, Devonshire, Fancy Draper. Exeter. 
oo Feb 21. Exam Mar 13 at 11 
Morey, Some te ip ht, =. Derbyshire, Hotel Keeper. Burton upon Trent. 
Pet Feb9. Ord Feb 20. Exam Mar 19 at 12.30 
ichmond, George French, Northfi Rochester. Pet 
Feb 22. ‘Ord Feb 22. Exam Mar 10 at 2 
Sheard, Patchett, Mixenden; Yorkshire, Brewer. Halifax. Pet Feb 23. Ord 
io, 23, Exam Mar 13 
Julius, a rd, Kentish Town, Importer of Gilt Mouldings. 
Heh Court. Pet Feb 2s, Ord ‘Feb 23, Exam Mar 25 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


fiel 
Richard, Shetty, Glamorganshire, Clerk. Swansea, Pet Feb 21. Ord 


Smale, 
Feb 2. 
Worcestershire, Ginger Dest Manufacturer. 


Toley, John Willis Bewdley, 
derminster. Pet Feb 21, ‘Gra Feb 2t. Exam Mar 26 at 1 
Dudley. Pet Feb 23. 


Underhill, John, Dudley, Worcestershire, Ironmonger,. 
Ord Feb 23. Exam Mar 18 at 12 
Woon. eps haan Marieet a Hay Dealer, Wolverhampton, Pet Feb 
xam Mar 14 at 2 


ra Wiltis illiam Charles, Birmingham, Botton Manufacturer. Birmingham. 
Pet Fe Feb 23, Ord Feb 23, Exam Mar 20 


First MEETINGS. 


~ Kent, Barge Owner. 


Cullins, William, Southport, Lancashire, Stonemason. Maréat2. Official Re- 
® ceiver, Lisbon bids, \ Victoria st, Liverpool 
wie, Alfred, Dover, Fruiterer. Mar 5 at 12.30. ipteeet House, Dover 
Duckworth, James Henry, Bury, Lancashire, Woollen Draper, Mar Tatil 
Official Receiver, 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Duke, Richard James, Maidenhead, Berkshire, Gent. Mar5at11. 33, Carey st, 


Lincoln’s inn 
. William, Dunstall Mill Farm, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire, Farmer. | 
r7at3. Official Receiver, St Peter’s close, Wolverhampton 
Everton, George Frederick, the Lye, Oldswinford, out of business. Mar 6 at 11. 
Receiver, Dudle: 
Francis, See 2 Perrott, -Llanelly, Fruit Merchant. Mar 6 at 2.30. 2, Frederick 
st, Liane 
Gecsse, Edgbaston, Warwickshire, Brick Maker, Mar5 at 3. Official 
Receiver, Dudley 
Grundy, John Geaterom, Pendlebury, nr Manchester, Plumber. Mar 4 at 11.30. 
The awe oh Encombe pl, ord 
Hall, Ebenezer, erd, Mile End, Tailor. Mar 10 at 12, Bankruptcy Office, | 
Lincoln’s inn fields. 


Lewis, ane. o eng poorer Chemist. Mar5 at 10.30. Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st | 
McG cis, Liverpool, Corn ——— Mar 6 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Lisbon *bitee. Victoria st, paverpoct 

eS Henry Charles, New Malden, Surrey, Draper. Mar 4 at12. 28 and 

















St Swithin’s lane 

ell, Samuel George, Newton Abbott, Devonshire, Fancy Draper, Mar 6 at 
12. Castle of Exeter, Exeter 

=— Charles, Ben Rb Rhydding. nr ne ie, Yorkshire, Cabinet Maker, Mar 7 at 

Killick and Co, k bldgs, Bradford 
Motley, ee Knight, Hatton, hakedien Hotel Keeper. Mar 5 at 2.30. Castle 
J] 

Richmond, enue French, Northfleect, Kent, Barge Owner. Mar 7 at 11.30. 
Official Receiv: wer, Seatonts te, Rochester 

Robi George, Prim: et Bridge, mr Colne, Lancashire, Farmer. Mar 4at 2. 
Crown Hotel, Colne 

Sheard, Patchett, Mixenden, nr Halifax, Yorkshire, Brewer. Mars at 12. Offi- 
cial Receiver, Townhall chbrs, Halifax 

Mader, John Wilkinson, Barnard Castie, Durham, Iron Founder. Mar 5 at 11. 

cial Receiver, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

make Richard, Sketty, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Clerk. Mar 6 at 11. Official 
Receiver, 6, Rutland st, Swansea 

Seetaaten, Ed 

Official Receiv: er, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Tolley, John William, ra Worcestershire, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. 

Mar 6 at 1.30. Gusen’ s chbrs, Kidderminster 





dward, Middlesborough, Yorkshire, Building Contractor. Mar 5 at | 


h | Tyler, Joseph, Stroud, Gloucestershire, Bootmaker, Mar 1 at 8.30. Corn Hall, 
Un Underhill, John, Dudley, Worcestershire, Ironmonger. Mar 6at5. Official Re, 


octvee, Duty aw Iverhampton, Hay Dealer. Mar 8 at 11, Official Reoet 
oliver! on. er, ard & . 
St Peter's close, se rebnenion so vee 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
As . William, sod 3 John Aspinall, Halifax, Yorkshire, Brewers. Halifay, 
ee Feb 8. Ord Feb 
Bartle Francis, William Dunkin and Thomas Henry Tregoning, Basset Fo 
nr Pool, Carn Brea, Cornwall, ‘Yraes and Iron Founders, Truro. Pet Jan 4: 
‘e 
Butervoreh. , William, Mount Tabor, Halifax, Innkeeper. Halifax. Pet Feba, 
ill, Thomas, Leeds, Paper Stock Merchant. Leeds. Pet Jan 24. Ord Feb 
Gittens, 2 ohn Allcott, Portsea, Hants, Wine Merchant. Portsmouth. Pet Jan 
rd Fe 


Gomez, J a enterecn, Pendlebury, nr Manchester, Plumber. Salford, Pet 
eb 19 ‘eb 
Hews, George Markby, Lincolnshire, Blacksmith. Boston. Pet Feb 12. On 


wi EY J jomes Mullock, Dudley, Worcestershire, Currier. Dudley. Pet Feb 15, 


Ogden, John, Ince, nr Wigen, Tank r. Wigan. Pet Feb19. Ord Feb 22 
Parker, Wi Wi mn Oot Pahek. tley, You » Woollen Manufacturer. Dewsbury, 
et Feb ‘eb 


amen ay George, ¥ adh Northfleet, Kent, Barge Owner, Rochester, Pet 

‘eb 22. 

Roneese ~ mee Dawson, Torquay, Devonshire, Hotel Keeper. Exeter. Pet 
‘an 

as = |e George, Colne, Lancashire, Farmer. Burnley. Pet Jan 25. Oni 


Siypace, Julius, Caversham rd, Kentish Town, Importer of Gilt Mouldings, 
h Court. Pet Feb 23. Ord Feb 
bt so. Stroud, Recatadar, Bootmaker. Gloucester. Pet Feb 9, 


— Pig ay William, Horbury, nr Wakefield, Dyer. Wakefield. Pet Feb 
iat be Newent, Gloucestershire, Innkeeper. Gloucester. Pet Jan $1, 
Beng > a 6 Shipston on Stour, Worcestershire, Tanner. Banbury. Pet Feb 


Fray, Feb. 22, 1884. 
ORDER FOR ADMINISTRATION IN BANKRUPTCY OF ESTATE OF DECEASED DEBTOR, 
Riding. Richard, Huddersfield, Engine Packing Manufacturer, ‘Huddersfield, 
| Ord Feb 16, Transfer of Proceedings, Feb 16, 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, | 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, | 
with the im ee Ay Se extracted. - } 

oe the most nutritious, per- 
foctly mip. dieoatibie beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children. 
High! Being wk commended by the entire Medical Press. 
hout sugar, spice, or other lo ge it suits 
oll palace, keeps for — in all climates, is four | 

times the strength of cocoas THICKENED pay SuAkunee 


ROBE 


with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARBISTERP. 


EDE AND SON, 


ees MAKERS, 


BY sPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the | equal to that 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &c. 


A GREAT SAVING to SOLICITORS a 
oO ig" TEVEYORS in Office 


atoctet by eee mrobesing, the their i SUARONERY a and 


Foolscap 
ed for Affidavits or - 
sold at 2is. per ream, 156. 
per . Other qualities keptin stock. Brief 
14s., 168., 178. 6d., and 18s. per ream. yy 





Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 


to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a ’halfpenny. 
Cocoatima 4 La Vanitxz is the most delicate, digestible, 
chea late, may be taken when 
richer seine is prohibited, 
In tins at 1s. 6d., 3s., 68. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 


rocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. Scuwzrrzer &Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, Tondon, W. 


AW. — Chancery, Common Law, cad 
General Clerk, well 





class twenty om » with first- 
a half years with inst firm. — oneEke, er, 
; a Kennington-road, | 8.E, : 





SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Begistrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peac 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 





tion of Law 
done.—Send for Price 
Bedford-row House, Venton, eal 0. 


OREIGN LAW.—Opinions on Pointe of 
Swiss Laws and Practice. Affidavits made by 

p OR, Doctor of Laws. — Address, 
Swiss Consulate, 25, Old Broad-street. 


Brief, 248, per ream. Le 
(eight qualities k Kept) at wholesale ‘prlcs 
bs and Lo ey Astana, and ev 
Peng engeaoly ta vs 











AW.—Wanted, by a Solicitor = Cadmitied 
1881), an Engagement in a good Con weranehn 
; could manage a 


Office, town or coun 
office, and undertake if aerer. Salary 


reasonable,— R, A. C., Kirkby 
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